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4: SIR, 


Have here ſent you my Thoughts concerning the great Caſe, that 
has been ſo long debated among us: a Caſe ſurely, which, if we 
conſider not the Goodneſs of that Providence that hath ſaved us, 
future Generations will retleft upon with aſtoniſhment, and place 
among thoſe things that are unaccountable. For to groan under the o 

Miſeries of the late Reign, and to murmur at the Providence that easd us; 
to wiſh and pray for Deliverance, and at laſt be uneafie under it; to give 
publick Thanks to the Prince that we owe our — to, and yet to 
favour the Intereſt of our Oppreſſour, is ſuch a contradi&ion, as will 
ſtand very oddly in our Annals. 'Tis needleſs, I know, after ſo many Diſ- 
courſes have been publiſhed for the vindicating the preſent Settlement, 
and to Ciſcover the miſtakes of thoſe Principles, upon which the difltiſ- 
factions of thoſe that ſcruple ſubmitting to it, are grounded, to enter up» 
on any further conſideration of them : but becauſe it is ſtill made a que- 
ſtion, whether we can juſtifie the acceſſion of K. William to the Crown 

upon ſuch principles, as are capable of ſatisfying a good Conſcience, and 
> whether their preſent Majeſties have a Legal Right to that Faith and Alle- 

giance, which is claimed in the New Oaths, it is a duty that every good 
Subject owes to his Countrey, to endeavour to lay thoſe diſſatisfaftions 
that diſturb its Peace. This I ſhall endeavour to doe by enquiring into 
the grounds of thoſe Scruples, that occaſion the refuſing the New Oath of 
Allegiance to their preſent Majelties. 

And theſe are either becauſe K. Fames is believed to be ſtill King De 
Fure, or becauſe of ſome particular Obligation to him that ſome areper- 
ſwaded they lie under more than others. The former is what is com- 
monly ſaid, and the latter is what has at ſometimes been urged in y—_ 
A 2 0 
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of perſons of great Note and Figure. And till I had read the Diſcourſe of 
the learned Dr. Sherlock I was apt to imagine, that it was upon this latter 
reaſon, that all thoſe, who notwithitanding their ſcrupling the Oaths 
did pray for their preſent Majeſties as King and Queen of England, did 
ground their ſcruples. For I could not perſwade my ſelf, that this prac- 
tice was, as he tells us, grounded upon the Apoſtle's direCtion to pray for 
all in Authority: For to believe them- to be in that Authority, which Re- 
lizjon does require us to recommend to the prote:tion of Heaven, and yet 
to ſcruple to oblige our ſelves by an Oath to be true to, end ſtand by this 
Authority, does not appear eaſily reconcilcable, For why frould any man 
expe, that God ſhould be leſs righteous than himſelf ; or that he ſhould 
maintain a cauſe that we dare not ſivear is juſt and rignt? Why ſhould 
we requeſt him to uphold that Authority, which, we do believe, 1s not 
rightly placed ; or to protect thoſe, that are in Authority, when we be- 
lieve, that they ought in juſtice and honeſty to reſign it ts another 2 And 
that we cannot with a good Conſcience oblige our ſelves to give that Faith 
and Allegiance which are neceſſary to their ſupport > This looks ſo much 
like a mockery, that I did believe it was fomething elſe than K. Famess 
Legal Right was the ground of their ſcruple. But fince it is upon this 
principle, that thoſe tnat pray for K. William and Q: Mary by Name 
(who, as the Reverend DoCtour obſerves, are ſo few that in a manner he 
ſtood lingly by himfelf) do refuſe the Oaths, I would enquire, whether 
it be not becauſe we owe Faith and Allegiance to thoſe in Authority, 
that Religion obligeth us to pray for them > And whether we are not 
bound to tike an Oath of Allegiance and Fidelity to thoſe in Authority, 
when required, when we own that we owe Allegiance to them 2 Whether 
Relizion does not bind us to pay Allegiance to thoſe in Authority, as well 
as to beg of God to-own and ahbet their Authority, and whether it can be 
a point of Religion in us to repreſent them to the world as unjuſt Uſur- 
pers of another's right, whom Religion does oblige us to repreſent to God 
in our Prayers as worthy of his Care and Providence ? If they fay that 
they pray for them as having that Authority by which the Civil Society is 
maintained in Peace, and the people are ſecured from Violence and Inju- 
ſtice ; till 1 ſay that upon whatever reaſon they can recommend them to 
the care of Providence they ought to take the Oaths. If they have the 
publick Authority Faith and Allegiance is due to it, as well as Prayers to 
God for its preſervation, But if they have not that publick Authority to 
which Faith and Allegiance is due, neither have they that which they 
ought to recommend to the Divine Protection. So that either they 
ought ' not refuſe the Oaths, or they ought not to pray for them. For 
why ſhould they beg of God to countenance that Authority, which they 
themſelves will not? If they cannot ſivear to their Majeſties, becauſe they 
have 
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have an Authority which does not belong to them, I think they ought 
no more to pray to God to continue them in it, and bleſs them in the ex- 
erciſe of it, becauſe of the advantages they receive from it, than to pro- 
tet a perſon, that violently turns his Neighbour out of his Houſe, and 
takes the poſſeſſion of it, onely becauſe he is kind to the reſt of the Family, 

If it be faid, thatthis Argument is fo far from farisfying that we ought 
to take the Oaths to their Majeſties, that it proves we ought neither to 
pray for nor own them : I anſiver, that there is the ſame reafon for the 
one as the other, and that we ought to doe both or neither. $o that to 
thoſe who declare they can pray for them as having that Authority, 
which we may recommend to the care of Heaven, it isa good Argument 
why they ought not to refaſe the Oaths. But for thoſe that look upon 
K. Fames's right to be ſo fixed, that they cannot with a good Conſcience 
do either the one or the other, it would do well for the bringing this diſ- 
pute into as narrow a compaſs as poſhble, if they themſelves would come 
to ſome agreement upon what bottom to ſettle this principle: whether it 
be becauſe the right of Kings in general be unalterable, or whether K. 
Fames's right in particular be ſo. For ſome have ſo diſcourſtthe Right of 
Princes, as if either God or Nature had veſted them with ſo unalterable a 
right to govern, that it could upon no account at any time be transferred : 
whereas others do found this unalterable Right upon Laws and Conſtitu- 
tions. The former ſuppoſes, that a Princes Right can no more be tranſ- 
ferr*d, than Nature upon which it ſtands can be changed : or a Father, 
whoſe powerand natural right of dominion over his Children, they ſup- 
poſe, to have been the foundation of Regal Authority, can loſe his pater- 
nal relation. So that this Opinion ſuppoſes that there is no power but 
what is Regal, becauſe it is impoſſible that there ſhould be any more than 
one Father ina Family ; and that Princes, who come to their Crownsby 
Elettion, are not veſted with a juſt Regal Authority, becauſe they do not 
receive it according to the courſe of Nature. But the latter, who have a 
recourſe to Laws and Conſtitutions, do grant that every Prince is right- 
fully ſo, who comes to his Crown in that courſe that the Laws of his 
Countrey does dirett, and that every ſuch rightfull Prince cannot loſe his 
Right by being diſpoſſefſed. So that in Eleftive Kingdoms none can have 
a Legal Right but he who is duely Elefted; nor in thoſe that are Heredita- 
ry, unleſs by an Hereditary Right they aſcend the Throne. Nowalthough 
theſe principles are fo differing, that they will never ſuffer thoſe that 
maintain *em to agree in aſſerting the Rights of Princes, yet they both 
agree in this concluſion; That K. Fames, fo long as he lives, isour right- 
full Prince, and that we cannot with a good Conſcience acknowledge the 
Right of, or bind our Allegiance to any other. This then being the 
Scruple, I come to examine the Principles upon which it ſtands, P 

An 
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And, firſt, they who go upon the former Principle, will I doubt un- 
ſettle all the Eſtates and Governments of the Word ; and not only ſo, but 
lay a ſcurvy Reflettion upon the Jewiſh Government, when there was no 
King in 1/rael. For I fear a Theocracy will as little ftand before it, as 
any other Government that is not Monarchical. But fuppoſe they are 
more tender of the Rights of God, than thoſe of the People, and will 
allow him a Power to controul the Laws, and alter the Courſe of Na- 
ture, while man is indiſpenſibly bound to obſerve and follow them : Sup- 
poſe I ſay that they can be content to allow the Juſtice of a Divine Regi- 
ment, while they blaſt the Reputation of thoſe States, that in aſlerting 
their Liberty have form'd themſelves into another than a Kingly Go- 
vernment, what account will they give of thoſe innumerable Changes, 
that have been in all the Monarchies of the World 2 Was this Principle 
true, it would over-prove the matter, for which it is ſet up ; and prove as 
little favourable to the Intereſts of K. Fames, as thoſe of K. William ; 
unleſs they will undertake to prove, that he 1s the true Heir of the firſt 
Father, from whoſe Loins the _—_ of England are deſcended, For 
how will they juſtifie the Rights of any of thoſe Princes, that at this 
day fit upon the Throne of a uſurping Anceſtour 2 For if the Right of 
Kings be unalterable upon the Account of that natural Law, which will 
never permit a Father to loſe his Relation, the Sword to be ſure has 
much leſs to doe in transferring a Right, than the Suffrages of a Con- 
vention : And none is to be accounted a lawfull rightfull King, but ſuch 
a one as can derive his Title from ſuch an Anceſtour, as neither found- 
ed his Empire by Conqueſt nor upon Compact ; but ſtands upon ſuch a 
natural Right, as no Power upon Earth can difſolve or deſtroy. For that 
Title which is not good at the Bottom can never be made good by time. 
But this is ſuch a Chimerical Prince as is no where, Iam very confident , 
to be found in the World at this day ; and I very much queſtion whether 
there was ever any ſuch Prince in the World, This is a Principle that 
may in ſome Caſes ſerve the Turns of Princes, and in reſpect of that un- 
controulable Power, that an unbounded Ambition affetts, be entertain'd 
with fondneſs ; but I don't believe that any Prince would be content to 
ſubmit his Title to the Teſt of it. » 

Yet ſince it has with great Induſtry been taught and inculcated upon 
our minds, and received by ſome unthinking, or which is worſe, deſign- 
ing men with great applauſe, I ſhall a little further conſider it under theſe 
two heads, 

1. Whether, ſuppoſing the Rights of Princes do ſpring from the na- 
tural Authority of a Father, it be upon no account alterable ? 

2. Whether the Government of Mankind was ſetled upon this Princi- 
ple at the Firit? 


I, Sup- 
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x. Suppoſing that Fatherhood be the Foundation of the Rights of 
Princes, whether it be upon no account alterable? Should we ſuppoſe 
that Kingdoms and States did ſpring from thoſe Seeds, and grow up from 
thoſe beginnings, that the Contenders for a Patriarchal Power do found 
them upon ; Nay, ſhould we ſuppoſe, that at this day there was a Prince 
in the World, that was lineally deſcended from ſuch a firſt Anceſtour : 
I much queſtion whether his Right ſtands upon ſo fixt a Bottom, as that 
he can juſtly upon no account be deprived of it. Now a Prince that is 
thus deſcended, muſt be granted according to this Principle, to have the 
cleareſt Title ; and, if it be a Prerogative of the Crown an unalterable 
Right. But yet there are three things that perſivade that the World is 
fatisfied, there never was any ſuch Prerogative belong'd to any Crown'd 
Head. 

1. Becauſe the Maintainers of this Principle makes uſe of it, for the 
ſupporting the Titles of thoſe Princes, that have otherwiſe come to their 
Crowns. 2. Becauſe no Prince can juſtly claim any more Right, than 
the Title upon which he grounds his Right does give him, 3. It is dif- 
ficult to reſolve how a Son can inherit a Paternal Power. 

1. Becauſe the Maintainers of this Principle make uſe of it for the 
ſupporting the Titles of thoſe Princes, that have otherwiſe come to their 
Crowns ; Which is ſuch an unfortunate Application of this Dodtrine, as 
does furniſh ns with reaſon to think, that no Prince in the World be- 
lieves it; or which, if it ſhould be true, ſhows us that it is of no uſe at 
all now. 

For what if Monarchies did at firſt ſpring from Paternal Authority, 
what is this to thoſe Princes, who have nothing to doe with this Title 2 
If there never had been any alteration in the Succeſſion, but from Father 
to Son the Government had deſcended ever ſince the firſt Fathers of the 
ſeveral Families of the World, it might be ſomewhat more conceivable how 
a Right thus founded ſhould according to the Laws of Nature be unalter- 
able, and to how much better purpoſe this Principle might be pleaded. 
But to uphold the Titles of Princes by this Principle, that by the Dint 
and Length of their Swords, have proved the lineal Deſcendants from 
the firſt Founders of a Government to have no ſuch Right, as is founded 
upon it, is to prove by the Application, that the Principle it ſelf is illy 
inſiſted on. For if the Right of a Prince be unalterable only upon the 
Account of the Paternity it is founded upon, they to be ſure, who ſtand 
not upon this Foundation, cannot in reaſon lay a Claim to the Rights 
that belong to it ; much leſs when he himſelf who has invaded the Rights 
of a lineal Deſcendant, canrfot in Intereſt believe, that Unalterableneſs is 
one of them. After ſo many changes, as have been in the World, to 
ground the Titles of Princes upon the unalterable Rights of Nature, B 
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the ſame confidence, as to tell the World, that the Moon has never 


changed fince the Creation, but has conſtantly ſhone with the ſame Face® 


it had, when God firſt placed it in the Firmament. For would not any, 
that hear this Principle inſiſted upon, believe, that the great Sticklers for 
it are perſivaded, that all the Princes in the World are the true lineal 
Deſcendants of the firſt Fathers ; and that there has been no juſtling for 
Empire, no Encroachments upon each others Rights, but that all King- 
doms and States have kept a conſtant ſteady Courſe fince their firſt forming. 
But while they make uſe of this Principle to ſupport the Crowns of ſuch 
Princes, as had never worn them, had not the Sword firſt cut that Succefſi- 
on in pieces, which according to this fancy ought to have been unalter- 
able ; how loyal ſoever they may be in their Principles, their PraQtice 
does taſte as little of it, as that which they cenſure in their Neighbours. 
For whenever they ſhall vouchſafe us a Juſtification of that Zeal, which 
not onely ſets a{ide the true and rightfull Heirs of the firſt Founders of a 
State, but ſets an Eternal Bar to their Titles, by giving an unalterahle 
Right to thoſe, that have invaded their Dominions, and pofleſs'd them- 
ſelves of their Crowns, I will promiſe them as fair a Juſtification cf that 
Practice, that has ſivorn Fidelity to their en” Majeſties, 

But beſides, if theſe men were as honeſt, as they pretend to be, they 
muſt quarrel with all the World, and diſown the Authority of all Princes 
for the ſake of thoſe, who by the Right of Nature ought to rule. But 
if this Principle be of any force, as the World ſtands, it does as certainly 
oblige them to ſivear Allegiance to their preſent Majeſties, as to any 
Prince that ſate on the Throne before them. They will not I preſume ſay, 
that K. Fames his Right is unalterable upon the Account of an uninter- 
Tupted Succeſſion from Adam and his Eldeſt Son, or from that firſt Fa- 
ther (whoever he was, if ever there was any ſuch ) whoſe Family has 
grown up into this Nation : And whatever they fay leſs will ſerve the 
Turn of any Prince, that is in Poſſeſſion of the Crown, Will they fay, 
that when the firſt true lineal Succeſſion was interrupted, that he, that 
was the Invader, did ſucceed to all the Rights of that Paternity, that 
had till that time deſcended from Father to Son; and unleſs they ſay this 
they will loſe the Unalterableneſs of the Right : But if they do ſay it, let 
them ſhew, which way thoſe Rights came into his hands, and not into 
their preſent Majeſties. If it be Invaſion they complain of now, and that 
Invaſion be ſuch as has interrupted the Deſcent of the Patriarchal Right, 
let them inform us by. what means the firſt Invaders of the lineal Succeſ- 
ſion had better Fortune. Bur, | 

2. Suppoſe this Principle were true, no Prince can juſtly claim an 
more Right, than the Title, upon which he grounds his Right, will bear, 
I mean he muſt be content with the ſame Authority, that Nature does 


give 
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give 4 Father over his Children, And could this once be gain, I am 
perſwaded it would be happy for the World, if this was the prevailing 


opinion of Mankind, For as this World undoubtedly ſecure the Thrones 
ef Princes from” all Violence, from their SubjeAs, -and-: by that means 


free them likewiſe from Apprehenſions from a powerfull Neighbour ; fo it 


would put their People into that eaſie State, as the Compaſſons and Ten- 
derneſſes of a Father's Bowels does the Fruit of his Loins. Then there 
would . be, no violent Oppreſſions, no Tyrannick Rage, no- Deſpotick 
Will, but the Power of a Father would be directed :and governd by a 
Father's Love to the preſeryation and welfarg of thoſe, that he: is to con- 
fider, under the relation of Children, Batto inſiſt upon the Immutabili- 
ty of a Prince's Right to govern a People with the Severity of a Tyrant, 
arid to perſwade us, that we are ſtill to reſpect and obey him as a Father, 
when Deſtruftion and Confuſion are in. his ways, is.as if a ruind- People 
were told, that all this is the Effect of a paternal Care; .and.that when 
they are-made Slayes, they are deak with as Children} +; 714 YG 
If it be; faid thatafter-all,this a Father. does: nat-loſ: his paternal Relg-! 
tion ; I-grant it, but. let, it be made:good that, he:has ace within the 
Bounds of a paternal Power :- Or that Nature does obſuge a Son ito-:live 
under the Command of ja Father, when he reſalves: to make. him. his 
Slave, upon.this reaſon, becauſe be is: bound to: a Filig} Duty. ,, For; farc+ 
ly the ſame, Nature, that obliges'a Son to-Dutifulneb to: a; Father, does 
equally, oblige a Farher to keep within the Boynds of ; his paternal Pogw-- 
er. But» if-he-lays this aſide, he lays-aſide that -Powex,/ that his Children 
arc bound to obey :. And that Nature, which binds Children to live.in 
ſubjection to their Father, ought not to be inſiſted upon for the-like ſtb- 
jetion to an outragious Tyrant; neither can they- be upbraided with: 
thwarting a natural Duty, ;jf they-abandon a Father that ſeeks their tuine, 
and ſubmit themſelves to a more tender Guardian. ' Sothat ſyppoſing the 
Right of Princes was derived from that paternal Authority, 'that Nature 
gives a Father over his Children, they can claim no more Right than be- 
longs to a Father. And ſince the ſame Nature, which has given a Fa- 
ther a Right to govern his own Family, has likewiſe given Children a 
Right to preſerve themſelves from the unjuſt Violence of a deſtroying 
Father, there will be a little more: Art, than I am as yet Maſter of, need- 
full to prove the Right-of Princes- unalterable, when they abandon the 
Power-of a Father for that of a ſevere Tyrant. For the Law of ſelf-pre- 
ſervation 1s as unchangeable, as the natural Right of a Father-can pretend 
to be: And if Children cannot live with ſafety under their Father's Au- 
thority, Nature does prompt them to make uſe of any-good Providence, 
that offers it ſelf for the better, proyiding for their Safety, ſo:that-a Prig-- 
ce's Power, was it derived from Fatherhood, is. limited by the Laws-of Na- 
B ture, 
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ture, which docs give Children as good a Right to conſult their own 
ſafety, as to their Parents to ruls and govern them. 

If it be ſaid that this does give encouragement to Children to rebel a- 
gainſt their Parents, I do not ſee how any ſuch concluſion can be fetch'd 
from it ; but that it rather teaches Fathers, that the End and Reaſon of 
their Government, is to cheriſh and provide for the welfare of their 
Children. Neither do I underſtand, why a concern for their own ſafety, 
which Nature has planted in all Beings, ſhould brand Children with Re- 
bellion againſt their Parents, when they make uſe of a Power over them, 
which is a Rebellion againſt Nature, *Tis one thing to difown a natural 
Right, and another to make uſe of a natural Right againſt an unnatural 
Violence. 

If it be ſajd, That the greateſt Hardſhips a Prince can exercife his Peo- 
ple with, can no moredeprive him- of his relation to them, than a Fa- 
ther can loſe his to his Child, I'think this is very precariouſly faid, nn- 
leſs a Prince upon the Account of that paternal Power, he js ſuppoſed tr 
be veſted with, muſt be-ſuppoſed likewiſe to have begotten all thoſe, that 
are politically his Children. Forif he be a Father upon no other Account 
but'as the paternal Power of the firſt Fathers of Families is deſcended 
upon him, whenever he abdicates this Power, he ceaſes to bethat political 
Father of his People, that he was in refpedt thereof, and is to be confi- 
der'd under-the Notion of a Lord and Maſter. And ſurely that Relation 
which a People have to their Prince as Children, can have no obligation 
upon them td pay them the ſubje&ion of Slaves. The Relation of a Father 
does, 'tis true, cortinue, when by changing that Power that Nature 
gave him into an unreaſonable Tyranny, he gives his Children juſt reaſon 
to forſkke, or their more tender Relations to take them out of his Family : 
But the Relation of /a Prince being not founded upon Generation, hut 
onely upon a ſuppoſed Deſcent of that paternal Power, which the firſt Pro- 
genitors did improve into a Regal Authority, it is hard to ſhow how the 
Relation of a Father can continue, when the Power upon which it is 
founded, is alterd. 

If it ſtill be aid, That ſuppoſing Nature does give Children a Right to 
fave themſelves from the unjuſt Violence of a Father, by flying to the 
Compaſſions of a Friend or a Relation, yet it does not deprive a Father 
of that Right to his Child, that Nature gives him ; nor fet the Child ab- 
ſolutely at liberty from his Father's Authority; but that he is bound to re. 
turn to his Father's Family, if the Father will return to the juſt Exerciſe 
of his natural Power. I do not ſee to what purpoſe this can be urged. 
For allowing, that all this was true, what uſe can it be of, to a Prince 
whoſe Fatherhood is not of the fame Nature in all reſpets, nor has the 


fame Foundation with that of a Father to his Child, whom he hasbegotten 2 
Will 
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Will any Man fay, that Nature obliges 9 Qhild: to no more Duty and Re- 
verency - to, his Father, than to his Prince+. 1; do not at all diſpute that 
high Reſpect and Reverence that-is. due to a Prince, but I do queſtion 
whether 1t be owing upon the Account of Fatherhood in the fame ſenſe 
as it is toa natural Parent, But however, this is not uniycrſally true ; -far 
ſuppoſing that a Child, who has been forced abroad by the ynnatural Se. 
verity of a. Father, .be otherwiſe diſpoſed of, the- Father though be hath 
not loſt his Relation, nor his Right to the Reſpe#t and Reverence af his 
Child, yet he has loſt his Right of Rule and Dominjon' overhim. Bur, -. 
3. There is one Difliculty further, that. preſſes this Notion ofa Prince's 
Right, being founded upon the natural Right of -2 Father over his Chil- 
dren. For ſuppoſing that the World was at firft govern'd, 38 this opinion 
would perſwade us, it ought to be' made to appear, that'the Eldeſt Son 
by virtue of bis Primogeniture was Heir to' the Power of a Father gyer 
his Children. For 4 Father has a Right to govern hjs Children upon the 
account of Generation ; but how any perſon can have the Power of a Fa- 
ther over thoſe that he neves begat, needs a little trial of $kill to ex- 
plain. If Nature givesa Father a Right of Dominion over his offspring, 
onely becauſe he is a Father, how can the ſane Nature derive the ſame 
Power to another Relation ? If the Relation of a Brother,.05'the privi- 
ledge of being a Firſt-born daes give him, that is ©, any, Power: over his 
Brethren, it muſt be ſuch a Power ay docs agree to ſizh a Relation, not 
ſuch as belongs to that, which is higher. But what Pawer does the Re-+ 
lation of a Brother give a Brother over the reſt of his Brethren, when in 
Nature they all ſtand in the fare Degree of Relation ? If the Relation 
of a Brother does import Power, as well a5 that-of a Father, the Young- 
eft has as much Right to it upon the Account of the Relation, as the El- 
det ;. So that the conſequence B, that every Brother has a Right of Do- 
minjon over his Brethren, 5. e. they are all-cqual/in Power ; and cooſe- 
quently there is no Superiour nor Inferiour among them, Sothat the Re- 
lation of a Brother, is { far from entitling a Son to the Power of a Fa- 
ther, that it veſts him with no Power at all, And as little does it appear 
how the priviledge of Primqgeniture can entitle the Eldeſt Son to any ſuch 
Fower, if the reaſon of jt: be to be reſolved into ——_:_ privi- 
ledges of Primogeniture'can at the maſj be no! more thay. belong to, the 
Relation of @ Sov, the' the'Eldcft, which 8s I take it do arife from the 
favour of Parents; rather than from: Nature : And therefore to aſcribe 
a natural Right of Fatherhagd to a Son, muſt ſuppoſe that the Circum- 
ſtances of being the Firſt-bomm,. does upon the Death of the Father alter 
his Relation of a Brother into that of a Father. //-If jt does not-do this, 
the Power of an elder Brother, is nat by vertue af a/naturat Right; [but is 
to be derived from hoe ether Privcight, I cone:now,?; = (115) 1.41 
2 2, To 
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2. To cxamine whether the Governinent of 'Mankirid was fetled at firſt 
upon this Principle. And ſhrily'it: is impoſſible it ſhould, if the Courſe 
and Order of Nature he a ſteady unalterable thing, and does not permit 
that Confuſion of Relations, as this Principle ſuppoſes. For if it be up- 
on the 'Account of Generation alone; that Nature does veſt'a Father with 
a' Right of /Dominion over his Sons, how can the ſame Nature veſt the 
fame Power in'4 Brother," Without diſturbitig the Relation? I dv not ſay 
but a Son might ſucceed his Father at the firft in: the ſame Rule- and Au- 
thority, but whieli' wanteth & proof is, that it was by virtue of ſuch a 
Right as Nature gave. If the firſt Planters of the. World had ſtuck to 
this, and not ſuffer'd the Power-of Government to have gone into any 
other hands than 'thoſe- that Nature put it, it would have been impofli- 
ble ' there ſhoul&have been any ſheh thing'as a City, ahd much leſs that 
it fhould- have beer laſting; -but Mill as Mankind had encredfed, every 
Family, would have been a diſtinft Empire, and every Father a ſupreme 
Monarch, So that unlefs a Father had been fo happy as to beget Thou- 
tands of Children, a City would' have been- an unheard of thing in the 
World, For Nature could no otherwife form a City under the-Rule of 
paternal-Power, but out of the Loins of one common Father. Which 
if-it had-done,- as may be granted to the Days of the Ancient Patriarchs, 
would yet have diſſolv'd upon the Death of the Father, from whoſe Loins 
it ſprung :- Becauſe'the Right of Dominion, which is ſuppoſed to have 
iflued from Generation; 'would have devolved upon every Father of a-Fa- 
mily. &T1S) 

As for inſtance, ſuppoſe Adam- was the Univerſal Monarch of the 
World, while he lived, as” he was the common Father of Mankind; yet 
his Right to a Univerſal Monarchy could not deſcend to his Eldeſt Son : 
But every Father upon' the fame reaſon, that he had a Right to govern 
the: whole, white he-lived; would have-been the ſupreme Monarch of his 
Family: And accordingly; the World would have been divided into 6 
many petty States, as there were - firſt Fathers of the ſeveral Families ; 
which upon their Deaths likewiſe would have ſtill ſubdivided, tfl the Bre- 
vity of Life, to which we are reduced, would have left few larger States 
in the World; than fingle- Families. © This, I think, might be ſufficient 
to: prove: the: Abſurdity oft that Opinion, which" reſolves the Right 'of 


Princes into theinatural Right of Parents, and ſuppoſes the large'Empires. 


'of the World to have ſprung from Families; whereas it-tends to'diffolve 

Kingdoms: into-Families;/ and to fatisfie thoſe, that ſcruple the preſent 

Oaths upotr this Principle, 'that they ought,” if they will drive "it up to 

the utmoſt Concluſion, difown the Right of 'K.) Fames, and- of all the 
Princesin the World; as well as of Ki William! - | © 

But beſides, if at the firſt planting of 'Mankind'the Right of: Govern- 
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ment did ſpring from Generation, and the Power of the Father did upon 
the Account of his Primogeniture defcend upon the  Firſt-born ; how 
comes it to paſs, that it does not ſo now 7 How comes it to paſs, that 
every Father has not that Right, that Nature has given him ; and that 
every Eldeſt Son does not exerciſe the fame Authority over his Brethren, 
as this Opinion does ſuppoſe, they did at firſt 2 If that Right of Father- 
hood, upon which the Rights of Princes are faid to ſtand, be natural, 
it cannot be alter'd ; becauſe Nature is the ſame at.all times, and its Laws 
cannot be ſuperſeded. And if the Right of Primogeniture does iffue 
from Nature, it is of as perpetual an Eſtabliſhment as Nature is, 4. e. fo 
long as there is a Propagation of Mankind, and a Succeſſion of Sons to 
Fathers, the paternal Power muſt be. in the Father while he lives, and. 
deſcend to the Son at his Death, 

Obj. If it be faid, That Fathers have ſtill a Power over their Children : 

Anſw, 1 would know whether it be that ſupreme Sovereign Power of 
a'Prince, which is faid to have been at the firſt Paternal; and whether 
this ſame Power does deſcend to the Firft-born, as Nature is faid to have 
at firſt direCted. 

If it be ſaid to be ftill the ſame, let-it'be proved, how any Father can be 
a Subje(t; and how every Eldeſt Son is not as abſolute a Prince after the 
Death of a Father, as thoſe who at firſt ſucceeded into the paternal Pow-, 
er by a Right of Primogeniture, . But if a Fathers Power be not of this 
Nature, the ObjeQion ſignifies nothing. If they fay it onght, let them 
conſider whether they do not contend for greater changes in the World, 
than that which they ſcruple at among us. For if that paternal Power, 
which is aid to be in the hands of Princes, does of natural Right be- 
long to every Father, then there ought-not to be any Sovereign Prince 
over 'one or more Cities, nor any Community of Families in one City ; 
but all States and Empires ought to be, reſolved again into thoſe firſt Prin- 
ciples, out of which they are framed. — | 

But after all, if we go back to the beginning of the World, I betieve 
no ſuch Original of Regal Government will be found, as is ſuppoſed in 
this Opinion ; but that it had its riſe from ſome other Principle than that 
of Nature. Before the Flood, I do nat ſee_ any Foot-ſteps of any other 
Government beſides a Theocracy, unleſs it was inthe City , that Cam built; 
Nor after the Flood, till Nimrod erefted his Monarchy. When God cre- 
ated 'Man, He upon the Account of the Superiority and greater Excel- 
lency of his Nature, ſubjected the Fiſh of the Sea, and the Foul of the 
Air, and every living thing that moveth upon the Earth to him,Gen. 1.28. 
But the governing ſo Excellent a Creature as Man is, that has nothing 
upon Earth ſuperiour to him, he reſerved” to himſelf, And therefore; 
not only when Adam tranferefled, he as. his Sorercign Lord — 
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and gave ſentence upon him ; but when Ca killd his Brother, he did 
not kave him to be animadrerted upon by Adam's paternal Power, but 
convened him before himſelf, and as the inunediate Governour of Man- 
kind proceeded againſt, and gave judgment = him. Theſe proceed- 
ings may be ſuppoſed to be extraordinary ; t 


upon his Son. 


But what is there in the Text, that leads us to ſuch an Account of theſe 


Matters ? Is Adam blamed for remiſacſs or partiality in his Government 2 
Or was it ſo much againſt Nature, that God did not expett the Severity 
of a Governour from him ? The former does not appear ; and the con- 
trary to the latter has been exemplified in ſach rigorous Inſtances, as leave 
no doubt but God would expect it as much fram Adam, as hedid from 
Saul, when for Fozathar's eating a little Honey contrary to his Father's 
Adjuration, he in diſpleaſure refuſed to give himany Anſwer, till he had 
made inquiry into his Son's Fault. 

Theſe I take to be plain Inſtances, that Adam and his Poſterity were 
at firſt ſetled under a Theocracy. Neither does there appear any one In- 
ſtance of any other Power, than what is lodged with Parents at this 
day, to have been exerciſed by Adam, or any other of the ſucceeding Pa- 
triarchs, which is very far from that abſolute uncontroulable Power, that 
this Opinion flatters Princes with. And thus, { far as I can diſcern, Man 
was not only deſign'd to be govern'd in all Ages of the World, but aftual- 
ly was during the Courſe of Time before the Flood ; I mean that part of 
Mankind, that upheld the firſt Conſtitution, who in Oppoſition to thoſe, 
that revolted with Cain from the Divine Regiment, . and under him for- 
med themſelves into the firſt human Government, are ſtiled the Sons of 
God, as the Adherers to Cams, Government, are ſtiled the Sons and 
Daughters of Men. And if I may be permitted to carry this Conjecture a 
little further; 1 do net ſee-but the Deſign of the Devil in tempting .4- 
dam, was to withdraw him from that Allegiance which he owed to 
God the ſupreme Monarch, and to ſet up an Empire of his own, the Spiri- 
tual part whereof he exerciſes immediately by himſelf; and the Temporal 
part be put into the hands of thoſe ambitious Men, who uſurping upon 
the natural Rights of their fellow Creatures, laid the Foundations of that 
Tyranny, which has ever ſince been the Plague of the World. For in theRe- 
velations the Roman Empire, which is known to have ſucceeded to the great 
Monarchies of the Greeks, the Perſians and Babylonians, which begun in 
Nimrod, is faid to havereceived the Power, the Seat, and the great Autho- 
rity of the Dragon, Ch. 13. 2. And ifthis be true, the Promiſe, that :be Seed 
af" tha omar ſhould break the Serpent's Head, which was made to Adam af- 


ter 


t in the one Caſe it could. 
not be ſuppoſed, that 4dam executed his own Power upon himfelf; and. 
that inthe other, the Bowels of a Father would not permit him to doe it 
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ter his Fall, does imply the Inſtitution of ſuch a Gorernment, as ſhould break 
this uſurp'd Authority of the Devil, and reftore the Ancient Theocracy to 
the world, For S. Pau! tells us, that he, whom this Promiſe does primarity 
reſpect, muſt reign, till he has put all Enemies under his Feet: And that 
when hehas put down all Rule and all Authority and Power, he ſhalldeliver 
up the Kingdom to God. By means of this Inſtitution God recorer'd Adam 
to his Obedience, and reſtored in ſome Meafure the Theocracy, which 
was own'd by the Poſterity of Serb, until theſe Sons of God by Alliances 
with the Daughters of Men became fb corrupted, and mingled with the 
Poſterity of Cain, that Noah and his Family were the _ $ left, 
that adherd to the Divine Regiment, And when this Rebellion was 
grown ſo ſtrong, God to put an End to it, and to ſecure his own'Right, 
ſent a Deluge upon the World. But after the Flood Nimrod renewed it. 
And it is not for nothing, that he is tiled a mighty Hunter before the 
Lord, which is an Expreſſion, that aggravates his Crime, as he not onely 
praQtiſed his Violences in the Face of God, but in oppoſition to him, by 
uſurping upon his Rights and Prerogative. | 

Obj. If it be faid, That tha account of the Original of Humane Govern- 
ment ſets an cdios Charatter wpen the Powers that are ms the World, 

Anſw. 1 grant, (1.) That it does ſo upon the firſt riſe thereof, as it be- 
gan in Cain and was again reſtored by Nirzrod. For the charatter of 
a Mighty Hunter, which the Holy Ghoſt has affixt to his Name, is not I 
think much for his honour ; and eſpecially when we conſider, that what 
werender a mighty hunter is in the Original a »ighey robber, or an invader 
of the Liberties of Mankind, and the Rights of God the Supreme M h. 
And it is not ſurely for nothing, that in ſo brief a Hiſtory, as that of fe 


. ſer is, the Holy Ghoſt has ſet ſo ſevere a remark upon the firſt eſtablither 


of humane power after the Flood ; but'that after Ages might be inform's, 
by what ways and means the Theocracy was deſtroyed and Slavery intro- 
duced. And, | 

{2.) It does fo likewiſe upon thoſe Neſpotick Governments, that are 
founded by Ambition, and exerciſed by Cruelty and Oppreſſion : for theſe 
are as certain marks of a diabolical power uow, as were in Nine 
rod. And wherever that unbounded ambition, that at firft brake in pieces 
the Divine Regiment, does bear ſway, there is ſtill the Seat and 
the Power and Authority of the Dragon. But, 

(;3.) How ill a repreſentation ſoever it makes of the firſt Riſe of Hy- 
mane Government, and of thoſe that are managed by the unlimited will 
of Tyrants, yet it does not fo to all, For Man being ſeduced from his 
duty and fidelity, God, as I obſerved, inſtituted a Government veſted with 
all the Rights of the Theocracy, for the vanquiſhing that unbounded 


power to which he was enſlaved, And therefore in the ſtyle of the Pro- 


phets, 
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phets, he who was appointed to ſave us, is called a Prince and the Son of 
David, to denote his Kingly power, and charaQerized to us by having the 
Government upon his Shoulders ; z. e. by being entruſted with that Autho- 
rity, by which God at the firſt did manage his Government. And more 
particularly the Prophet Daniel, after his deſcription of the four great 
Monarchies, to which (as St. 7obn tells us) the Dragon gave his Pow- 
er, tells us, that their Dominion ſhall be taken away, and conſumed 
and deſtroyed unto the end. And that the Kingdom and dowinicn 
and the greatneſs of the kingdom under the whole heaven ſhall be gi- 
Þen,to the feople of the ſaints of the moſt bigh; wheſe rg Ing P 
an everlaſting kingdom, . and all dominions ſhall ſerve and obey him, 
Chap. 9. 26, -27. Now the Charatters of this Government, that is 
of divine Eſtabliſhment, are fuch as are direttly oppoſite to- that 
violence and cruelty that are the true charaCters of the diabolical power, 
For it is deſcribed to-be ſuch, as ſhall be a ſanttuary to the opprelled, and 
reſtore enſlaved Man to the true. Rights and gehuine Liberties of his Na- 
ture. He ſhall not judge after the {hr of his eyes, neither reprove after 
the hearing of his ears; but with righteouſneſs ſhall he judge the pecr, and 
reprove with.equity for the meek upon earth: Righteouſneſs ſhall be the girdle 
of bis loins, and faithfulneſs the girdle of his reins. So that at the ſame 
time, that the Devil for the rooting, the Theocracy out of the world, did 
after he had eyſlaved the Soul of Man confer his uſurp'd power. upon the 
ambitious rayagers of the Liberties of mankind ; God fikewiſe did inſtitute 
a Government, that for the ſake of. Man, ſhould be at perpetual enmity 
with the tyraninical Sovereignty of the Devil. , 

” Ohbj. If it be ſaid, What is all this to Humane Government? 
 Anſw. 1 fay, it is of as much uſe as I deſign'd'it: which was to ſhew, 
that it aroſe from ſomethitig elſe than Paternity. And though it ſhould 
falt our; that from theſe principles I cannot give a clear account how all 
the world came to ſettle npon Humane Governments; yet if they prove 
what I make uſe of them for, I am not accountable for what I have not 
widertaken, And yet Tam apt to think a probable account may be given 
of this matter from them; for for want of Hiſtory we can onely conjecture, 
Now if the Scripture does furniſh us with ſuch hints, as may reaſonably 
perfivade us, that Man was at firſt placed under a Theocracy ; that this 
Primitive Government was invaded and broken by the Devil ; the firſt 
Eſtabliſhment of human * Government, was by a Conveyance of his 
Spirit and Power to the firſt ambitious Invaders of the Liberties of Man- 
Kind; That God did inſtitute a Government to be managed by one of our 
own Blood,' for the delivering us from this Tyranny; That he has given us 
Mich Deſcriptions of it, as diſcover how he would have Man to be govern; 
We may from hence obſerve, | 

wn of 1. That 
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\ 2. That a Tyrannick power is not the Government, that he is a Friend 
to; fince it is that which he is concern'd to deſtroy. 

2. That all human Government does not ſtand upon that Uſurpation, 
that the Devil made'upon the Theocracy, becauſe he has inſtituted a hu- 
man Government, for the corretting the Miſchief of that Tyranny as be- 
23n by Pride and Ambition. 

3. That by putting this Government into the hands of one of our own 
Nature, he comply'd with thoſe lower Inclinations of our depraved Minds, 
which could not well bear ſo awfull a Sovereignty, as that Theocracy, 
which was united to our innocent State. For 44am had no ſooner ſinn'd, 
but the Majeſty of the Divine Preſence, which . was the beſt Entertain- 
ment of his innocent Mind, was too terrible for him to bear. 

4. That fince a viſible human Government is become moſt ſuitable to 
our Nature made fleſhly, we are to confider it as a. Proof of God's Com- 

aſſion to ns, that he was pleaſed inſtead of deſtroying it as an Enemy to 
fs Sovereignty, to take care fo to qualifie and temper it, that it might 
be for the good of Mankind. 
» 5, That to this purpoſe the Government, which is of his own Inſti- 
tution is defign'd to be a Pattern, by which all others are to frame and 
model themſelves, 

6. That onely thoſe, that are form'd according to - this Pattern, or 
correted and amended by it, can be faid, to be veſted. with the Divine 
Authority. is 10 2th 

7. Fhe onely way to know whether a Governmentbe model'd according 
to that, which is of Divine Inſtitution, is to conſider whether it be-pre- 
ſervative of the Rights of human Nature, For as thoſe Princes, who 
rule by no Law but their own unruly Wills, and ann at no End but the 
making themſelves great by the Spoils of their People, do viſibly govern 
by that Power, that the Devil gave to the firſt Invaders of the Divine Re- 
giment ; ſo thoſe, who miniſter true Judgment, and uſe their Power for 
the preſervation of their People, do as viſibly govern by that Power, 
which in the hands of Chriſt, ſhall at laſt triumph over all the Power, 
and deſtroy the Dominion of the Devil. And to bs ſure ſince the Divine 
Authority is transferred to no other Government but that, which God 


has et up for the checking or reforming thoſe Tyrannies, that are fonnd- 


ed on; Ambition, and exerciſed with Cruelty, no human Government can 
have the leaſt Colour of Pretence to the Divine Authority, that is ated 
by a Spirit which the Divine Authority is an Enemy unto. For if the 
Government that God has inſtituted be ſo much in favour of the Rights 
of Mankind, that it is appointed for the delivering enſlaved Man from the 
Power of the Devil; how can thoſe human Governments be copied from 
hence, in which the Power of the Devil does viſibly: reign 2 If Righte- 
C 


ouſneſs 
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ouſneſs and Juſtice be the CharaRters of that Government, which is of 
God, no other Government, but fuch as ſtands upon this Foundation, can 
be ſuppoſed to be Divinely inſtituted. For every Government thet is 
thus framed, has extirpated that Violent power, that the Divine Go- 
vernment is deſigned to deſtroy, and by its reſemblance thereto does viſibly 
ſhow, that God's Authority is exalted to, and placed in the Throne. 

O-j. If it be ſaid, That the Dominion the Devil gaind over ws is 
[piricual, and accordingly the Power whereunto Chrift is weſted for the 
deſtroying his Empire, is of a ſpiritual Nature, as is evident from bis 
declaring, That his Kingdom 1s not of this World ; So that it is unac- 
countable, how the Original of human Government can be derived from 
the Power the Devil gain'd over us in our Fall, or from the Authority 
God gave bis Son to deliver us from it. 

Anſ(w. I reply, 1. That he as well gain'd a Power over our Bodies, as 
our Souls ; and upon that Account is faid to have the Power of Death ; 
fo that his Dominion is over our whole Nature. 

2, His Dominion was built upon the Ruines of the Theocracy; which 
had a reſpe&t as well to the civil, as ſpiritual Intereſts of Man, For it 
was not onely the Priviledge of our Immortality, that he envied us, nei- 
ther was it his being the diſpencer of Eternal Bleflings, that he grudg'd 
God the Honour of : But it was the happy Condition of being a Subject 
to the Crown of Heaven, that he envied Man, and the Hunour of being 
the Sovereign Lord of the World, that he could not brook ſhould be in 
the Hayds of God. So that when he made Man a Captive to his Will, 
it was not onely by ſubjecting his Soul to his Spiritual power, but by ma- 
king himſelf the Sovereign Prince of this World, and affuming to himſelf 
a violent Tyrannick Authority over God's Creature, 

2. That though that part of his Dominion, which he has in his hand 
be fpiritual, and exerciſed in a ſpiritual Manner, yet by infuſing that Spi- 
rit of Ambition, which puſh'd him on to the invading the Theocracy, 
into the hearts of ill Men, he has given Being to thoſe Tyrannies, which 
are deſtruttive to our Civil rights. For having withdrawn Men from 
his Obedience to his onely natural Lord, as God for the recovery of his 
loſt Sovereignty, gave his Authority to the Seed of the Woman ; fo he 
for the better ſecuring his uſurpt Empire, communicated of his Spirit 
and Power to the unjuſt Invaders of our natural Liberties. And it is by 
the Spoil and Cruelty of theſe his Inſtruments, that he endeavours to ſup- 
port his Uſurpation, and makes War upon that Government, that is of 
Divine Inſtitution. So that, | 

4 The Tyranny, that his Ambition gave birth to, and which atts by 
an Authority derived from him, does much contribute to the promoting 
and ſecuring bis ſpiritual Empire over Men's Souls. For by debaſing 

Men's 
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Men's minds to the ſlavery of ſervile Paſſions, it naturally tends to intro- 
duce that Ignorance and Barbarity, which are of great uſe to him for 
the ſetling Wickedneſs in the World. For the more rude and uncultiva- 
ted Men's minds are, the more fit are they for Vice and Implety to take 
to, And how much a miſerable flaviſh Condition does tend to deſtroy 
all that is generous and noble in owr Nature; we need no other Argu- 
ments to ſatisfie us, but the miſerable State of thoſe unhappy People, 
whoſe Misfortune it is to live under a Deſpotick power. 

And although on the other hand, the Power, that God has given his 
Son, is principally deſign'd to deſtroy the ſpiritual Empire of the Devil, 
over our Souls, and on that account it was neceſſary he ſhould be God 
as well as Man yet fince he is Man as well as God, his Power is, 

1, For the reſtoring us all the Rights and Priviledges of human Na- 
ture, 
2. For the freeing Man from the miſchievous EffeQts of that Ambiti- 
on and Cruelty, which are the eertain Marks of a Diabolical Spirit, by 
ſubjugating us to thoſe Laws of- Righteouſhnes, which are the Rules of 
the Divine Government, So that” it is onely fo far as a Government is 
diſcharged of that Deſpotick Spirit, wherewith the Devil has corrup- 
ted it; and is reformed according to that Pattern that God has given 
the World in-the Kingdom of his Son, that it becomes veſted with the 
Divine Authority ; as human Nature is reformed to a Divine Frame, 
\when that Depravity, with which the Devil has debaſed it is corretted 
according to the Pattern, that God has given us in the Manhood of 
Chriſt Jeſus. And to this purpeſ> it Retns very natural to believe, that 
as the Devil beſides the Spiritual power, that he has reſerved to himſelf 
over the Souls of Men, did plant a Tyrariny in the World over our Bodies 
and civil Rights ;' ſo that befides the Spiritual power, which Chriſt does. 
immediately exerciſe for the ruining of the' Devik ſpiritual Empire, thoſe 
Civil powers that are corretted by the Spirit of the Divine Govertiment, 
are under his immediate Direttion, for the deſtroying the Viſible part 
of the Devil's Kingdom. -' $o that, We 

3. It was for the utter ſubverſion of that uſurpt Authority at the aſt, 
which has thruſt the Theocracy ont of the World, and the eftabliſhing 
the Univerſal Monarchy of God over all his Creatures. And this no 
doubt will in a great meaſure he the Work of that part of his Power, 
that is committed to his Deputies upon Earth'; I mean, to thoſe King- 
doms and States, which are renovated by juſt Laws. And, 

4. When he faith his Kingdom is not of this World, it imports, that 
though he was gE_ by God to reſtore the Theocracy, yet he ſhould 
not do this by the fame means as thoſe, as to whom at firſt the Devil gave 
his Power and Spirit, uſurpt upon it. ' So that though the Empire of 
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the Devil as it is in his onw hands be ſpiritual, and mavaged in a ſpiritual: 


Manner, and that of Chriſt, ag it is immediately adminittred by himſelf, 


is not of this World, nor promoted after,ythe. way, that ſecular Powers, 


eſpecially thoſe that are influenced by the Sperit af-the Devil,advance their 
Intereſts; yet neither the one nop the,gther prove;that either the Tyranny, 
that is oppreſlive of Mankind, is pot ofthe Devil ; or thoſe juſt and equal 
Governments Which aim at the Preſervation and Happineſs of Mankind 
are not veſted with that Power, by which God does intend to ſubdue all. 
things to himſelf _- + (33 

The ſumm. then of all is this; That when God had: created Man in- 
nocent, and placed him under. his own immediate Authority, the Devil 
envying Man the Happineſs of ſuch a State, and God the Honour of ſuch. 
an Authority, affected at leaſt to be equal to God in Rule and Empire, and 
by ſubtilty prevail d with Man to renounce his Obedience to his Creatour..: 

That though the Empire the Deyil gain'd be chiefly over our Souls, 
yet by infuſing his ambitious and wicked Sprit into the hearts of Cam: 
and N:rzrod, he prompted, them to jnvade the natural Rights of Man- 
kind, and for the better eftablithing his-ſpiritual Empire, erected a bar. 
barous Tyranny upon the Ruine of-, Liberty and-Property, ,, ++ +, 

That this Pawer is the ſame with. that, which he exercifes' in-a more 
ſpiritual Manner, ſprung from the fame rqot, Ambition and Pride, tends: 
to the fame Ends of Deſtruction and Miſery, and manifeſts it ſelf in all: 
Ages of the World, in thoſe Cruelties and: Oppreſſions whereby Mankind, 
is vexed: and diſturbed, - (| F 


That God for the counterplotting the ambitious and deſtructive Aims. 


of the Devil, did. immediately upon Man's. Fall inſtitute a Government. 
veſted with the Authority of the Theocracy. 

That though the firſt Riſe of human Government was from:ſo jll a 
Principle as that Ambition, by. which - the Devil. gain'd his Dominion 
over Man; yet God out, of compaſſion to that weakneſs in our depraved 
Nature, which could. not bear the Majeſty of his own. immediate Go- 
vernment, gave way to our Subjection to a viſible human Government-. 

Yet that human Governments might be for the ſame good of Mankind, 
as the Theocracy was, and that his Authority might bear rule therein; 
he provided for the Reformation of that Tyranny and Cruelty, wherewith 
the Devil had dcbaſed it. For though the tinking of our Nature into fleſh, 
did render an immediate Theocracy too high for us, yet it did not fo fas 
turn us into beaſts, as to deprive us of all Appetire- to Society. And 
{ince as our natural Inclinations to Society make Government needfull, ſo 
the Degeneracy of our Nature does require it. ſhould be human ;. the 
goodneſs of God not onely comply'd with this weakneſs in us, but by in- 
ſtitutiog a Government founded. upon the moſt juſt and righteous Laws, 


has. 
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has fet a patterri Tori th tibudling all human Governments to fach # 


Frame, that they Yhay:S6k Meſfing2to vs! 1 ef 9 
That the Goveffirmtht,'that'God"Has mitituted for the deſtroying that .- 


ES 


and: his Angels fighting with the'Yragort.and his, '4s' St.” Fobn ſpeaks: 

And that in this World ſikewiſe ther are two'different kind of Poiy- ' 
ers derived from, and acted bythe Authority -of the other at perpetual 
Enmity with, and &ndeavouringitht Deſtraction of each"other; 

That the Marks of the one are Violence and 'Wrong,” Opprefſion and 
Cruelty, and thaſ!of the-other' Juſtice and 'Righteouſnebs. 

That there is no Obligation upon Mankind to oWvf,, 'or'to contfibute 
to theſuppotting the'fSither;: but'ids ggol” PRight /to withſtand* it,” as, 
there-s'tocaſſert) our owit tatural Liberties, 4h} the Authority (of 'God * 
over. us, and' to enideavour''the: everthrowirig "that Diabolical power, 
which:God is ati-Eriemy to; #nd is'tefolved to deſtroy. © OO 

That it is a contradiction to ſuppoſe that any Government, that is ve- 
ſed with the!Divine 'Authority; 13 unlimited;-Fot no human 'Govern- 
ment car\; pete 40'the Divine'Althafty, bit!fach%s are'correed'and 
bourided by 2 A, Atid thoſe that arent; -do cop- 
tinue underthat Depravation that's from the Devil,-- So that the'having' 
a Divine/ Authority: does ſuppoſe futh'a/Lithitatibn)! as is agreeable ro the 
Juſtice and GdodneFs of God, - and is neceffary for the preſervation of the | 
Rights of our : Natare, - And*actordingly whitever Prince ts up his 
qwn Will for "the/ffieafute of \Right'ahd Wrong, 'he renhances! phe Pow: 
cr: that 4s from. God, anaQts by Yhathehich s'fom'the Devil; fi | 
:-That:in all-wall-tenmper'dGorernmients;' whict tte-regulited by thoſe” 
Rules'of. Juſtice; which are the Marks'6f the Divine Authority, Sncceſ- 
ſjon/is not fb ſacred'as to render 'a Prince irreftibile,' who quitting that 
Divine Authority, to which he ought to ſucceed, and by which he ought” 
to govern, does endeayour to bring his Subjets-amder the Power-and Fy- 
ranny:of the Devil; /- 11] 07 3.0457 3 05h 19.1.4 (HHS 1.4 20T} 

Laſtly, That however a ſevere Providence,” may at ſometimes -for the 
puniſhing and. correCting 'a People,” permitthe Diabolical poiter to-pre- 
vail z this can be no reaſon why'we ſhould "lean to that Power as unalter- 
able, or that Prince who governs by'it'as ſacred, when' a kinder /Provi- 
dence does reftore his own Power to its Authority, any 'more than we' 
thould be unwilling; to part with a Calamity, 'onely- becauſe-God is plea- 

ſed 
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ſed ſometimes to afflift us. But whenever the Ancient Rights of a well 


conſtituted Government, by which alonewe can judge where the Divine 


Authority. is lodg'd, are tq a miracle preſerved z we are as much-hound to 
ſubmit. to ſuch 2 good Providence, *as; to be willing rather- to bc under 
the Diving Authority thawthat,of the Devil + 

Oz. But it may be turther 'objefted, Thar theſe Principles are wery 
precarious; becauſe it do:s not appear, how the Kingdom of Chrifkmubich 
did not begin tu] many Ages after #be Fall of Man, cold be a pattern for 
the framing any Cog} Gerermontes 7 ; or bow thoſe human Governments, 
which began long” before the coming -of -Chrifh in the Fleſt, con!d take their 
Riſe from, or be 64cx #ed by thet Kingdom, high according to the Divine 
Counſels, was +9-be founded by him, ;, Janſwers; . | 1 

Anſw. 1..That the lnſtitution! of Chrilt's. Kingdom was immediately 
after the Fall. And though the.Seed of the Woman did not immediate- 
ly enter upon the Exexciſe of his Power;; yet the Power of the Theocracy : 
was erqustercedto him, -Þ to tl non nn pol HO) on Af ahnrle 27 

"We may. as Fell ſuppoſe that byning Najye'in the Entber, beſire- 


the coming of Chriſt,”n the Fleſh, was no; wap /better'd or benefited-by 1 


this promiſe, asthat it. had no-infivence atall- on human Governments, 
to the *bettering and improving them, 'To what purpoſe was therpro- 

miſe made, it not to regoyer Adam and his Poſterity,.;to a ſubjection to 

the Diving Authority; Or;how. could the Fathers. rejayce 'to; ſee his'day,, 

whom the-pramiſe pointeflat; if, not;{upon-this; ceplidetation,; that God 
had thereby,cven to them, ;wgde. hin 401 beboth; Lord: arid. Chriſt > Or if 

it had no-[efſect; i- rooting; out that: Corruption; by. which;the Devitdid: 
Tyrannize in the Worlda Tis true,it, was tha: belief of the great things that 

he was to accompliſh at his coming, and when after his-Reſurrection he 

ſhould be inſtalled in his Kingdom, that rais'd their Spirits : But then this 

Faith, 24- it-was Aufhcient to free them jfrom thet Corruption.of (Nature, 

wherein the ſpiritual, Dominign of+ the Devil.did - conſift,, and to reunite, 
them- by a holy Nature, to $he- Father-.of Spirits; © it was capable of 
carreting that Corruption in hymag-Governgents, wherein the Viſible 

Power of the Devil lay, | and to;model them: according to the patternof 
the Theocracy, 

- 3- That ſince his appearing,hedoes not immediately-adminiſter that part 
of the Theocracy, which has a reſpe*t to the civil Rights. of Men: Burt 
while he in the other Wopld, does withiiend the Spiritual power of that 
invy/ible Spirit, who upon the account of his Uſurpationis Rtiked the Prince 
of this World, he oppoſes thoſe 'human Tyrannies which are managed by 
the Drabolical power, by thoſe human Governments, which being refor- 
med according to the Rules of Righteouſneſs, by which he governs his 
Kingdom, do ſhare with him in the Authority of the Theocracy. And 

| | thus 
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thus I doubt not, but the Power of the Theocracy was exerciſed both 
in the inviſible, and this viſible World before he afſumedour Nature. And' 
thus it will continue till thoſe happy Times, when-by the means of big'vi-! 


fible Miniſters, the' World ſhall: be reftored to/ſo 'peactable 'a Condition, 
as will be proper for the _ down all other Rule and Authority 
but his own, and the ſubjecting things immediately to himſelf. 


Obj. Biit if if be (til! ſaid, That there's #0. reaſon to bilieve,' that any 
of theſe Powers that are ins the World, do dirioe thiir Authority: from any 
other than God himſelf, becauſe not onaly St. Paul bas taught us concerning 
the Rulers of his Time, that the Powers that then were, were ordain'd of 
Ged, i. &. had their Authority from him, who is the ſupreme Lord of the 
World ; but God bimſelf has aſſured us, that it is by him that Kimes rein : 
And that accordingly be e299 d Nebuchadnezzax' for his Servant, and Cy- 
rus for-bis Shepherd: That we are informed by Datiicl, that it war the 
God of Heaven, who changeth Times and Seaſons, that ramoverd Rings, 
and ſerteth uy King's, that gave Nebuchadnezar a Kingdoms, ' Power, and 
Strength, - and Glory; awd by the Prophet Iidiah, Cyrus was to per: 
form all his pleaſure. From which, and ſuch other like Texts it is wery 
ftrongly urged, that all Civil Power and Authority is from God, who hes 
the ſole right to Govern bis Crtatwees';, ' and that by what means forver 
any Prince aſcends the Throne, be is placed there by God, 'and recerves bis 
Authority from him. To-which I Reply, *' D (7% 

r. That if this be true, we muſt grant, that Cain, when he was Owe. 
lawed, or Baniſhed, fromthe PtotoCtion and Benefit' of that' Diadne 
Authority, that goverin'd the World, did yet build his' City, arid af. 
ſume the Government of i by the ſpecial Licenſe and Authority of God, - 
When he was Baniſh'd, F- fay, from the Protettion of the Divine Autho- 
rity ; for althoitgh the Lord ſet a Mark apon him, leſt any finding ſhould 
Kill him, Gem 4. 5, yet this was only a favour, whereby his Life was aC 
ſured to him ; | but, as appears from his owl Complaint,”- that he was 
driven out from the face of the Farth, and hid frem the fice of God, 

| it is evident, that he was deprived of the benefit of the Divine Govern- 

7 ment. And thus according to the Sentence paſsd upon him, he was to 
have lived'as an Outlaw. and a Vagabend on the Earth. And can any 
believe, that when, in oppoſition - to that Authority - that had inflifted 
this puniſhment upon him, he founded a Government in the City, that 
he built, 'that he did: it by that Authority, thet had doom'd/ him to'live 
a Vagabohd.? Or, that when contrary to the nature of his puniſhment, 
he inſtead of a Fugitive made himſelf a Prince, that God placed him in 
his Throne, and veſted him with his Authority? And as little can it be 
ſuppoſed, that Nimrod had his power frem God, who is branded by the 
Holy Spirit with being & mighty Hunter before the Lord: : / And' yet- it 
Was 
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was to {$i that Nevucherdnexar:didifilegerd' in, the Babylonian Empire, 
Aad.if the fic forwder of this Mortarehy did? not receive his Authority 


from Gdd,-;tis-a.lIttle;diflieult, to @tiSfie y65} Shoe tany_of his Succeſſdurs, | 


if they Ruled with; no-other Powers, add/by! no other Right than what 
was derived from him, -.could ſuceged 'to a Divine Authority, - For if, as 
the Learned Dr. agen gs we op continuance of a Uſur- 
pation can never give a right,,ugleſs that, which is wrong can grow right 
by. continuagce ;' an Empire,'-thak, what: firit founded upon an+inyation 

.the-Diving Authority, /;caynet, by-a. long continuance become. tounded. 
by. that: Authority, that: invaded 3- .neither can;a Prince be ſuppoſed to 
be placed in his Throne by God, .if his Throne was at firſt Erefted by the: 
Spirit, and is continued to. be upheld by that power of the Devil, which 
it is made the Seat of ; -untefs- God and +the Devil be become ſuch good 
Friends,as that the;one'does Autborize and, Confirm the Atts of the other. 
I deny not, but an:;Empire, that was at firſt Eretted by, the power; and 
thereby-was made the Seat of the Devil, may alter ſo much for the better 
in the. hands of a Succeſſour; :as viſibly to be. Govern'd' by the power of 
that Humane Government, that God has 1nſtituted ; and 'fo likewiſe a 
Government that was Model'd by the Rules and Conſtitutions of the Divine 
Regiment, may degenerate.into. a Diabolic] Tyranny ; but. yet.an Em- 
pire. that was- at, firſt founded by the Devi},...cannot be faid to be Go- 
vern'd by the Divine Authority,” long; 5, it 1 Govern by the ſame 
powes,. that at fir ſet.it up.'; And.yets;:; 1.4 | 

2.;T his muſt be ſuppoſed;; 1f all Princes,/ however they aſcend their 
Thrones, - are, placed! there -by God,' or however they Govern muſt be 
acknowledged: to have their Anthority from him. | For then we muſt 
ſappoſe,- that thoſe Princes, that are acted by the Spirir, and promote the 
deſtructive deſigns of the Nevil,, does this under the ſhelter, and by virtue 
of. the Divine Authority. ; Then, we muſt believe, that the mighty Hun- 
ter, of; our Agey: when; he-burys Towns, -and lays Provinces deſolate, 
when, for the heightning his Glory, he neither regards Treaties nor Alli- 
ances with his Neighbours, nor 'his Promiſes, or moſt Authentick En- 
gagements to his Subjects, does commit all his Villanies and -Outrages hy 
an Authority given him by God. ; And can we ſuppoſe this, but with the 
moſt impious refetion ,upon the Divnie. Juſtice and Goodneſs 2 Is God a 
Patron of Violence and Wrong? Or, has he Authorized any perſon to 
do Wickedly2 As, well may we ſuppoſe, that he, that leads the moſt pro- 
fligate Life,, does it under the influence of the Divine Grace, as ' that a 
Prince, who favours no Man's Right, when it is his Intereſt to invade it, 
is Empowered by a Divine Authority. If all kind of WickedneG be of 
the Devil, and to do Wrong be to do Wickedly, it is as much for the 
Honour of God to believe, that the Devil has received Authority from 
p him 
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{tim to invade and ſpoil our Souls, as that any man how great ſoever has 
his Authority, when he does that miſchief that is onely agreeable to the 
Diabolical Nature. 

If it be ſaid, That though they have not Authority from God to doe 
mitchief, yet they have their Authority to govern their People from him: 
I could with, that all, that write of this matter, would be carefull fo to 
expreſs themſelves. But then this is to grant, that they have God's Au- 
thority no longer than they are, as the Apolile telis us, they ought to be, 
the Miniſters of God for good. For Ict it be ſuppoſed, that they have 
their Authority from God, when they come to their Crowns, how can 
they be faid to have it, when they have renounced it, and ma ke ute of 
ſuch a Power as is onely from the Devil? For though they have God's 
Authority to govern, they have not his Authority to oppreſs. And vet 
this, ſo far as I underſtand the matter, is the thing that is pleaded for, 
elſe how come we to be fo ſolemnly told by ti:c Vindicator of . 
Dr. Sherlock, that ſhould the ſupreme Authority take : away P. 24. 

a Man's Eſtate, to which he has a Legal Right, that there is 
ſuch a thing as Authority in this, and that too the Authority of God 
againſt Legal Right 2 Which is to ſuppoſe, that God does allow, that 
Men ſhall do thoſe things by his Authority, which he himſelf has expreſly 
forbidden. For he that has a Legal Right to his Eſtate, cannot be de- 
prived of it by any Perſon without a great deal of wrong ; And where 
there is ſuch a wrong done, though by the ſupreme Authority, it is a 
little too bold to ſay, that there is undoubtedly the Authority 6f God, 
becauſe God does no more Authoriſe a Prince to doc wrong to his Sub- 
je4s, than one Neighbour to another. This Gentieman makes uſe of 
this as an Argument to prove, that the ſupreme Authority, wherever it 
is lodged, is irrelittible. But if there be no better reaſons, why a Perſon, 
that is thus wrong d, ſhould acquieſce, than this comes to, the ſupreme 
Authority has no reaſon to thank him for his Compliment. For though 
there be Authority, yet if it be not God's Authority, and to ordinary 
Capacities it will always appear a Contradiction to fay, that God autho- 
riſes the doing that, which by his Authority he condemns, it ſeems it is 
refiſtible. So that I do not ſee, how the ſupreme Authority 1s irrcſ1ſtt- 
ble upon the Account of the Divine Authority, when it does a particu- 
lar wrong, any more than he grants it is, when it invades all the Rights 
of a Kingdom at once. For if there be the Divine Authority in the one 
there is in the other, and the ſame Divine Authority muſt make it irre- 
ſiftible in both Caſes, or neither. And if, as he ſaith, becauſe the reaſon 
of our Obedience to Government, is for the preſervation of human $o- 
cietics, it be an eaſe and ſhort Conſequence, that if the reaſon ceaſes the 
Obligation is void is it not as ſhort a Conſequence, that everv particular 
D Perſon's 
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Perſon's Obligation is void, when the Government, which ſhould pre- 
ſerve his Right does invade it, as that a whole Nations does when all 
its Rights are invaded at once. And what then becomes of that Divine 
Authority which is pretended to render the ſupreme Authority, in caſe 
of a particular wrong irreliſtible 2 The truth on't is, either this Opinion 
muſt make us all ſlaves, if the ſupreme Authority will invade our Rights 
at once, or it muſt put it into the Power of every wrongd Perfon to 
right himſelf upon it; which will not ſuffer any Government to ſtand 
long. So that the reaton, why a particular Perſon that ſutters wrong by 
the ſupreme Authority, ought not to give diſturbance to the Govern- 
ment upon that account, is not, becauſe there is Divine Authority e- 
gainſt Legal Right; but becauſe the good, that accrues ro the Publick 
by a general regular Adminiſtration of Juſtice, does overballance the In- 
jury thar comes by ſuch a particular Wrong, and ought to quiet the 
Reſentments it may occaſion, 

For in the beſt Governments, where the Divine Authority does moſt 
vitibly difplay it elf, there will be little Eſſays of that wicked Spirit, 
that has uſurpt upon the Divine Authority, to ſettle his Power, and as 
much as poſſibly to corrupt the Courſe of Juſtice. And though they are 
not irreſiſtibke in ſuch caſes, becauſe there is God's Authority; yet they 
are to be born with upon the account of the great Bleſſing of the Di- 
vine Authority, which diſcovers it ſelf in the general Adminiſtration, 

But it may be ſaid, that wicked Princes have the Divine Authority, 
though they do not aft by it. Which, I think, is the ſame thing, as 
to ſay, a very bad Man has Grace, or a Principle of Goodneſs within 
him, though he does not make it appear that he has in any thing he 
does; when it is not poſſible to know, that either the one has ſuch a 
Principle, or the other ſuch an Authority, but by the ufe of them. For 
ſhall we fay, that the Divine Authority is onely hung about the Necks 
of Princes, like a Charm to render them invulnerable 2 Or that if they 
at under a worſe Authority, as it is plain they do when they aſſume a 
Power that is deſtruftive, God does intend that his Authority ſhould 
be made uſe of only as a ProreCtion for thoſe that violate all the Rights 
of it 2 Or that it is a Crime for a People to endeavour to ſupport that 
Authority, to which alone they owe Obedience, when it is invaded and 
endeavourd to be thruſt out of the World, onely becauſe God did Au- 
thorize Princes to doe otherwiſe, Authority ſurely is no ſuch inviſible 
thing, that a man may have it, and yet no body diſcern it; and aboye 
all things, that which is Divine, 1s the leaſt fo to a Nature that is pecu- 
tiarly capable of difcerning the EffeCts of it. 

But what then ſhall be faid to thoſe. Texts, in which God calls 
Evil -Princes his Seryants, and owns them to have their Kingdoms 
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from him ; to be his Ordinances, and to have their Power from him > 1 
would ask, 

1. Whether they do receive a Power, that is miſchievous from him 2 
And 

2. When they exerciſe ſuch a Power, whether it be by Virtue of the 


Divine Authority ? Iam ſure the Apoſtle teaches no ſuch things, but the 


contrary, when he ſubjoyns, that Rulers are the Miniſters of God for 
good ; and that they are not a terrour to good works, but to the evil; 
which implies, that thoſe, that are his Ordinances, and have their Power 
from him, are ſuch as are for the Puniſhment of Evil doers, and for the 
Praiſe and Encouragement of thoſe that do well. And if this be fo, 1 
cannot ſee, that the meaning of theſe Texts is, that deſtruftive Tyrannies 
are founded upon the Divine Authority, but that God for the compaſ- 
jting his own Ends, gave way to that curſed Ambition, which the Devil 
tirſt brought into the World; and which puſhes aſpiring men on by 
blood and violence to enlarge their Empire ; or that he made uſe of them 
as the Inſtruments of his Providence for the accompliſhing his ſevere 
purpoſes. So that God's calling Nebuchadnezzar his Servant, and letting 
him know that he gave him a Kingdom, are expreſſions either of the ſame 
import with that of his bidding Shime: to curſe David, (which, 
45 the Learned Dr. Hammond obſerves, means no more than 747 f 
that he permitted the Devil to make uſe of him as his Inftru- —_— 
ment thus to chaſten Dawg, ) or that fignifie, that it was by "—_ 
the Divine Permiſſion, that his Arms were ſo ſuccesfull. And we can no 
more conclude from hence, that Nebuchadnezzar was placed in his 
Throne by God, or received his Authority from him, than that God au- 
thorized Shime: to do fo wicked a thing as to curſe his Anointed, 
Neither do I think, that becauſe God did not overrule, or give a check 
to his Ambition, we are to conclude from the Event, that he gave him 
the Kingdom, or inveſted him with his Authority : For all that the E- 
vent proves, is that he had reſolved no longer to protett thoſe States, 
that fell under the Power of his Arms. So that the Events of his Pro- 
vidence reſpected onely the People, that were delivered up to the 
Scourge, not him, who executed the wrath. For by withdrawing his 
Providence from the Protettion of thoſe he had doom'd to fo ſeyere a 
Plague as flavery for their Crimes, the Devil fav he had a fair opportu- 
nity to employ his Inſtrument in ſo wicked a Defſgn, The Providenee of 
God is the onely Bar againſt the Devil's Power, and the Ambition of his 
Inſtruments z and when he is provoK'd to withdraw it, then he is ſaid to 
bring Evil upon a City : Neither is any thing more needfull to the letting 
in that Inundation of Evil, which the Devil by his Inſtruments is very 
ready to overwhelm the World with, but onely the removing that Pro- 
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vidence, that bounds it. For Ambition is of a ſpreading Nature, when 
once it 1s let looſe, and like the raging Sea, will naturally overflow when 
there is nothing to ſtop it, : 

But how then ſhall we know who are Kings by God's Appointment, 
and who are not 2 what Kings have his Authority, and who have not ? 
who are thoſe, whom we mult obey out of Conſcience, and whom we 
muſt not obey ? 

This I take it is to be determined of by the good or evil Deſigns, that 
are projected; and the Ends, that are aimed at in acquiring the Govern- 
ment, -or from the State and Condition that a People are put into by it. 
For when the Aims of a Prince are onely the ſatisfying his own Ambition, 


and by Blood and Ruine the enſlaving a People to his Will; or when in- 


his Adminiſtration, it is plain, that he conſults not their Welfare and 
Preſervation, but his own Glory and-Greatnefs, there 1s ſo little of the 
Divine goodne(s and. juſtice in this, that it muſt. be a reproach to God: 
to believe that his Authority 1s here. 

And this the Reverend Dr. Sherlock maintains, as his Vindicator ob-- 
ſerves, when he effirms- the very reaſon of our Obedience to Government, 
is for the preſervation of human Societies ; whence, faith his Vindicator, 
by an eaſje and ſhort Conſequence, if that reafon ceaſes the Obligation is 
void ;- and ceaſe it does when their Right is all at once invaded. For if 
our Obligation ceaſes, it muſt be, becauſe there is no Divine Authority ; 
for it being the Deſign of the Dottor's to prove that it is God's Authority, 
that all Subjects are bound to reverence- and obey, it muſt be an eaſie 
Conſequence from thence, that where we are underno Obligation to obey, 
there is no Divine Authority ; and to be ſure where there is not God's 
Authority, there is not God's King, 

- But on the contrary, where a good- Providence does raiſe up a Prince 
for the Deliverance of an oppreſſed People, and for the Preſervation of a 
Kingdom from Ruine ; a Prince who. is not onely adornd with the per- 
fetions of the Divine Nature, but who makes the Safety and Tranquility 
of human Society the End of his Government, there is viſibly a Diving 
Appointment, and God's Authority. For he onely is God's King, who 
isa God to his People, i e. who ſeeks not the Kingdom out of an am- 
bitious Aim, and who rules by ſuch Maxims as are derived from the Di- 
vine Will. And though it is ſuch a- King, that we are onely bound in 
Conſcience to obey ; yet prudence does require, that we ſhould bear even 
with the Rod of God's Diſpleaſure, when for the attaining the Ends of 
his ſevere Providence, he gives way to the overflowings of a wicked Ty- 
ranny; yet the reaſon is not, becauſe there is God s Authority, which is 
irrefiſtible ; but hecauſe there is no other way for a People in ſuch Cir- 
cumſtances, to preſerve themſelves froma total Ruine, . For till = Pro- 
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vidence, which being removed, opened a way to ſo dreadfull an inundati.- 
on does return again, the ftruglings of a people will be to no other pur- 
poſe than- to- provoke ſuch 'a Tyranny to the greateſt heights of yio- 
lence. 

And beſides, when ſuch a Calamity is with a reſpect to the people, that 
is thus puniſht, of Divine appointment, though it gives no authority to 
the Devil or his Inſtruments, who aft according to their own wicked in- 
clinations, yet reſiſtance, as it is a refuſing to receive correttion from God, 
is a rebelling againſt his will : So that although a deſtruCtive power is not 
irreſiſtible upon the account of the Divine Authority, yet it is to be borh 
with, till God has accompliſht his pleaſure upon thoſe he ſcourges with 
it. And whenever a good Providence does open a way for the ſhaking off 
the Yoke, it is ſo far from being our duty to refuſe to partwith it, that it 
is a duty. we owe to the Divine Authority, which ought to be in the 
Throne, and was removed onely as a puniſhment, to contribute our beſt 
endeavours to the eaſing our ſelves. And therefore when the Fews were 
ſubdued by Nebuchadnezzar, the reaſon the Prophets gave why they 
ought to ſerve him, was founded upon that reſpect they ought to have 
their own preſervation , and the ends of God's ſevere Providence 
over them. 7 ſpake to Zedekiah *ay of Fudab, faith the Prophet Fere- 
miah, ſaying, Bring your Necks under the Yoke of the King of Babylon, 
and (erve hins and his people andTive : Why will ye die thou and thy people 
by the ſword, by the famine, . and by the drflilenes] as the Lord hath Galen 
againſt that Nation, that will not ferv#the King of Babylon, Chap. 27. 
12, 13. And when Hananizb the Prophet encouraged them to reſiſtance, 
the. Prophet Feremiab told him, be raught them Rebellion againſt the 
Lord, Chap. 28. 16. 5. e. not againſt any Authority he had given to Nebu-+ 
chadnez2.ar, but that ſevere doom he had paſſed upon them. 

Having conſider'd this firſt Principle, and offer'd'a Scheme of Civil Go- 
vernment from fuch Principles as are for the Safety and Honour of the 
Prince (for they make him irreſiſtible in the juſt exerciſe of his Authori- 
ty) and the peoples Duty and Intereſt to believe that it is ſo; as ſuch an 
Authority is from God, and for their good; and yet leave the People at li- 
berty to _ for their own ſafety, when a kind Providence does make 
way for their deliverance from an oppreſſive Power, by proving fuch 2 
Power is not God's, and conſequently is not irrefiftible, I comnow- 

2, To conſider that other Principle, That from the Laws arid Confſtitu- 
tions of particular Kingdoms, does make the Rights of Princes unalterable, 

Now if they who go upon this Principle, mean no more than that a 
Prince, who comes to his Crown in ſuch a'way, as the Law direfts, and 
adminiſters the Government regularly according to that Conſtitution, by 
which the:extent. of his Authority is. ſtated, cannot . be. difpoſſefſed = 
with 
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with a great deal of Injuſtice I know no man that will oppoſe itz nay I 
ſhall add, that ſuch a Prince is God's King, and is inveſted with God's 
Authority : and being diſpoſieſſed, has all the reafon in the world to lay 
hold of any favourable opportunity for the recovery of his Right. For 
his being diſpoſſefſed does not deprive him of his Legal Right ; but the 
Law does look upon him to be the Rightfull Prince, as much as it doth 
aſſert the Title of him that is violently turned out of his Eſtate. And 


fince the Divine Authority is diſpofſeſt with him, he not onely may, but 


ought for the benefit of his people, who owe no obedience to atly Autho- 
Tity, but that which is from God, to make uſe of all opportunities, that 
Providence gives him for the recovery of his Legal Right, and the reſto- 
ring that Divine Authority, which was depoſed with him. But if the 
meaning be, that a Prince who comes in a Legal way to the Throne cannot 
forieit his Legal Right, by overthrowing thoſe Laws, that are his Peoples 
rules of Qbedience, this is ſo palpable a contradiftion, that it is a wonder 
any mans reaſon ſhould be ſo much enſlaved as not to diſcern it, I could 
agree with the Reverend Dr. Sherlock's aflertion, That the Provitiencs of 
God, which removes Kings and ſets up Kings, alters no Legal Rights, if 
he had not likewiſe told us, That it forbids wor thoſe, who are diſpoſſeſed of 
them, to recover their Right when they can. Por it is certainly true, that 
Diſpoſſeſſion alters no Princes Right, for a good Prince though diſpoſſeſ- 
fed, has a good claim ſtill; and @ bad one has loſt his Right before he is 
difpolſefſed, having laid afide that Authority, by which alone he is King; 
neither can his endeayour to recover the Crown he has loft, be reputed 
any thing leſs than an Invaſion, For, 

1. By a Legal Right we are to underſtand a Right by Law. And to 
ſay that a Right that'is fourided upon Law is unalterable, is to ſay, that 
the Law-makers ate Qmniſtient; atd that oh that account it is impoſiible 
any caſe ſhould ariſe, that ſhould make it necefſary or expedient, that a 
Law ſhould be alter'd ; which is a priviledge that no humane Government 
in the World doesaſſumeto it ſelf, The Laws of the Medes and Perffans 
tis true were unchangeable; but it is certain, that Darizs in the cafe of 
Danie! found the inconveniency of that rule : and hothing is more uſual 
than for thoſe that have the Authority, to alter Laws if they do not an- 
{wer the end of their Sanftjon. If it be ſaid, That Laws that areenatted 
for the Adminiſtration of a Government are alterable, but thoſe fundamen- 
tal 'Laws, upon which the Government it ſelf ftands, are not; I ay, It 
there be found at inconvenience, that hinders the one as well as the other 
from 'reaching its-end, upon whit reaſon is it, that they are not 'equally 
alterable2 1:grant, that when a Government is once ſetled, it is not every 
trifling inconvenience that ought to be a reaſon for a review of its ſettle- 
ment. But if thete be & great a flaw in the Foundation, as in _ does 
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threaten the whole Building with ruive, 1 know no rean but they who 
had a power to lay the Foundation at the firſt. may repair that ovesfight 
and provide againſt rhat miſchief, which had they beenawese of atthe firit, 

would have taken care of. And therefore in an Hereditary Kingdom, 
the Law that has intail'd the Crown, cannat be { ſacxed, but if there be 
an urpent neceſſity for it, not onely a Succeflour may be waved, but a 
Prince, that has the poſſeſſion, but abuſes his power, be difplaced : And 
in cither caſe the Law, that transfers the Crown to.another, gives him as 
good a Title as any of his Predecefſours. Nay the onely Right nwft reſt in 
him, unlefs there can be two Legal Rights. Burt, 

2, If it be a Right by Law, to be ſure the Law that gives the Right 
cannot be undermined by virtue of that Right, but to the deſtruction of 
his own Right. Far the deſtroying the Law, which gives the Right, digs 
up the foundation upon which that Right flands, If it be ſaid, That a 
Prinoe may invade theLaws upon which the Rights of his Subjects ſtand, 
without deſtroying that 'by which his own is ſecured : I ay if this was well 
proved it would be of great uſe to all the favourers of Tyranay., But. if 
the Laws, that are for the ſecurity of the Liberties of the SubjzeQ, are {0 


connetted with thoſe, that declare the Title of the Prince, that the one 


cannot be divided from the other, without making a ſeparation between 
the Prince and People, how can his right to govern that people, that he 
has divided from himſelf be ſaid to continue, any more than the Head have 
a natural right to rule and diredt the ſeveral members of the Body when 
they are ſeparated from it > The Natural Right of the Head does ariſe 
from that union that is between the members and it ; and the Legal Righe 
of a Prince is by virtue of thoſe Laws, that unite his people to him; but 
when a Prince deſtroys thoſe Laws, /he deſtroysthat communication, that 
the Law does make between him and his people, as much as that between 
the Head and the Members is deſtroy'd, when the Nerves, /by which they 
are united, are cut, And the Law, by which he is a King, cannot make 
him a King of that community, which he has broken and diffolved; but 
the Laws of Nature give them authority to unite themſelves de nows. 

3. A Legal Right is ſuch a Right by Law, as ſtands upon the conſent 
of the Community. Whatever Right is 6 than this is not Legal. A 
Right, that is founded onely upon preſcription, or a people's forc'd ſub- 
miſſion to a Uſurpation, is ſo far from being Legal, that it wants that Di- 
vine Authority to eſtabliſh it, which can onely make a Law binding. Far 
though preſcription is allowed to have the force of a Law, yet it is onely 
in ſuch caſes where the illneſs of a Titte is not diſcernible : But however 
preſcription of it ſelf is ſo far from making an ill Title a good one, that 
it aggravates the crime of him that maintains it. The -onely import of 
preſcription js, that the poſſcſſton has gane from Father to Son for along 
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time, but if that poſſeſſion was rot well gained at firſt, it is not a longoon- 
tinuance will make it good. | % eq 
And as to a forc'd ſubmiſſion, it implies no more than that a people 
have not 'as much Power as Will to ſhake off their burden. If there ſeems 
to be a conſent in this caſe, yet it is not, as Dr. Sherleck obſerves, ſuch a 
conſent as makes a King, or as gives a Legal Right, but a bearing with 
him, that makes himſelf fo; And *tis thus that thoſe tyrannies, which 
have nothing of the Divine Authority, but a Diabolical power, eſtabliſh 
themſelves. 

But that conſent which gives a legal Right, is a voluntary accepting of 
a Prince upon that mutual compact, which is the Foundation of all Go- 
rernments. So thata Prince, who breaks this compact by altering the 
Form of Government, that was at firſt agreed upon, cannot be faid to 
retain that legal Right, that was conferred upon his: Anceſtours, by vir- 
tue thereof, For if a Prince's legal Right be to be judg'd on by the 
ConſtitutionsJof his Kingdom, how can the legal Right of a Tyrant. to 
a limited Monarchy be maintain'd ? For 'tis a ContradiQion to ſay, that a 
Tyrant has a legal Right to a Crown, when the Conſtitution bars all Ty- 
rants from: it. . If it be faid, that a legal Right cannot ariſe from ſuch a 
Conſent, becauſe there is no Authority to give it the force of a: Law, for 
what Right had my Anceſtours, faith that Reverend Dr. Sherlock, three 
or four hundred years ago to chooſe a King for me ®1I anſiver, 

7. That if mutual Engagements have not the force of a Law, all kind 
of commerce hetween man and man muſt neceſfarily ceaſe. For if the 
Father's Act does not bind the Son, no bargain or contract can be good: - 
any longer than the Father lives, 

2. Treaties between Princes are to no purpoſe , for they ſtand upon 
nothing more than their own mutual Conſent, to ſuch Articles as arg a- 
greed upon for the benefit of their Kingdoms. And yet all Nations do 
look upon them to be the moſt folemn and binding Ratifications, al- 
though there is no ſuperiour Authority to enact and give them their 
force. And a Succeflour, who with Fire and Sword ſhould invade a 
Neighbour onely upon this reaſon, becauſe his Predecefſours had-.no 
Right to oblige' him, would be look'd on asa Monſter, 

3. If a legal Right does not ariſe from hence, I do not” ſee how any 
'Prince can have any legal Right at all. For his legal Right cannot de- 
pend upon a Law of his own making ; for this woul@he to ſuppoſe he 
was a rightfull Prince, before he had a legal Right. If his Right be by 
virtue of a Law, to ſay that he hath a legal Right by virtue of a Law 
cf his own making, is to fay, that he had a Right by Law, befoge, any 
Law gave him a Right. For the Law, that giyes him- a Kihei 
him @ righttull Prince ; ſo that the Law, that makes him a tſull 
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Prince, muſt be before he has a Right. And what elſe can this Law be 

but the firſt. Conſent and Agreement of the People.  And- then, ' 
If the Legal Right does ariſe from CN OPRAIIN 

haye been eſtabliſht for the benefit of the Community.;,, And t 
no doubt, every Community, that has entail'd the Crown on-ſuch a Far 
mily, had a reſpett to the firſt reaſon of Government. - And can any 
thing ſound more harſhly than to ſay 'a Tyrant has a Legal Right to his 
Crown. by virtue of ſuch.a conſent? For an Hereditary Right, that is 
eftabliſht by the. conſent of the Community for their good, is fo far from 
being  unalterable, . that the . reaſon of its Eſtabliſhment ceaſes, when it 
lets a Tyrant into the Throne.. | 

5, Where there is not the Divine Authority there can be no Legal 
Right, unleſs we can believe that it is in the power of Men to ſet either a 
iabglical power or the Divine Authority upon the Throne.. But no 
ond. can. conſeat to. the former : , And if- thoſe Laws that make # 
Monarchy. He Inch 4 recaive their Authority from the Peoples con- 
Fnt, .that it ſhould he, fo, .ſuch a Legal Right muſt be at;an end, \when 
the Prince that rules by it makes uſe of his Power agaifilt the Divine Au- 
thority, as every Tyrant does.,;. So that ſuch a Prince, . whether he be dif- 
poſſeſſed or no, loſes his Legal Right, as: he not onely parts with, but is 
| an Enemy to that Divine Authority which.ought to, bear-rule, - {|| 
And now if Ri ;the: cond thing we are to enquire. into; 


wit Wether thy, t. of K. Fames.in aphenpn opalterably 6ng 

that no | n, who makes;,ConſClence of. hjs,doings, , can-approve 
the evutien, that has driven, him, his Kingdoms , Kay the 
Oaths to their preſent Majeſties, will admit of no long debate. For his 
Riglit, if it be unalterable, mult either be becauſe he not. onely had the 
Diyine Authority, but could; not, loſe it z'or becauſe according to the 
conſtitution of this Kingdom, he not doſe. his Legal Right. ..._ .... + 
” AS to the firſt I obſerve, that it is not onely gone by his being h] to 
ſed, as the Reverend Dr. Sherlock has proved, but it was abandon'd before 
he was diſpoſſeſſed by aſſuming that deſtruftive power, that is'from the 
firſt invader of the Liberties of Mankind, | 
And as to the ſecond, it might be ſufficient to ſay, that when it. is pro- 
ved that either K.,7ames did not invade the/Lawsand Rights of theKing- 
dom, or that though he. did, yet the conſtitution; of this, Kingdom does 
oblige us to ſtand by his Title, I ſhould be inclinable to. believe that he 

has a Legal Right {till though diſpoſleſſed. This I might out of a ref 
to an ancient conſtitution ſubmit my judgment to, - though Iam not fatiC. 
fied how he who-has- not the Divine Authority can have a; Legal t. 
For I do not, underſtand how a Humane Law can bar the;Divine Autho+ 
rity from the Throne, or ſecure the poſſeſſion of, or the right. to it, t9.4 
E power 
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power that is from the Enemy of all humane liberties. And befkves, what, 


ever deſererice might for peace ſake be given fo jt, I 46 tot ſee Row 4 con 
ſtirution, that ſettles Tyratmy in the Throne, atd obliges people to be 
ſaves to an unjuſt arid nable power, &an be of a divine eftabtith.. 
ment, or fried according to that humane government, which God in- 
ſtituted for the deftroying the Devil's power, atid reſtoring matkind to 
the enjoyment of the Liberties of their Natnre. Bnt, God be thanked 
thete is 00 neceſſity to $0 #p6n theſe principles in this matter. For thong 
the Crown of Enpland be Hereditary, yet whoever knows any thing 6 
ou Cotiſtitution, does know; that it does hot give ty Ital Riphe to/ 
Tyrant. And this not onely our Anceſtoprs but our Kms have Alt 4166 
been very ſenſible of. 'For how'elſe came the latter. not 'bnely to acdept 
of the Crown enter the condition of eafing their Subjefts of their Gr] rt 
ces, and continuing all therr Pri es'tn# good Ctiſtoms, ber i 
their Subjefts to oblige themMlves to ther ITO of Ap ' 
no longer thajithey'tmaifiedined them | And how the vther #6 v4; 
gorouſly to infift upon theif' right to K. Edwnrd's Lis, atitl, to tbnerou 
the exorbitant powtr-of thoſe Who ftrugled for'a Def Ef Rei Bi 
How Carte the 'ofie #6 Chim freedom as their birthright, amd the other 
to acknowledge it was ſo? as K: Foby did ; and that thoſe iff Cuftams 
which were contrary to K! E244s Liws were mijuſt oppreſſions;of the 
Kingdom,” # Henry the Firft &wn'd 5 Sofa as I can yet fes;"the plain 
ſte of the eaſe is this; Though the Norma Conquerour came to the 
Crown by the- defeat of Harold, 'yet he did hot intend the people ſhould 
conſider his Gonqueft as hiying Spe them of all theirancient Rights, 
For when he came to Londoz he courted their conſent, and by promiſing 
great things came to the Crown upon the ancient terms of the Conſtitu- 
| tion, | For #3* Se/dew tally'us, thigh he rather affeted- the 
* Jan. Ang. Daniſh Laws, 'yet whe the ptople' ng extremly atfidted at 
2-73-" it did with one conſent petifion him, that he would not ater 
thoſe ancient Cuſtoms, th which their Fathers had lived, and 
they had been born to and bred under; telling him it was very hard, thac 
they ſhould have Laws impoſed upon them which were ſtrangers to: 


he beins moved with a reſpeft to K. Edward, who had adopted hith, to ' 


his Crownand Kingdom, yielded to the requeſt of the Barons, and inthe 


prcys of Lanfranc ſwore upon the Reliques of the Church of 'St: q7- 
an 


s and the Four Evangeliſts, that he would inviolably obſerve all the 

approved and ancient Laws of the i, which the holy and 
pions Kings of Emglard his Predeceſſours, and e : 

eftablifſht : Which were own'd by Henry the Firſt to be fo inviotable, that 


if he ſhould fuffer them to be diminiſh'd, yet his Nobles and the people of ' 


£9p1and would by no means endure it, And therefore I cantiot but ob- 


ſerve | 


ſpecially K. Edward, had- ' 
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ſve. 45 Athing very! remarkable; that: when the Earl of Sure ' 
ren; who oppoſed the deſigarof £dwprd the Firſty :tolcize upon Polyd. Fire. 
every man's Eſtate as belonging to the Crown, who could not £47-2.318. 
ſkew by what Righthe held it, . being cited before the Judges, | 
and demanded by what Right)herheld his Lands,” anfivered; by laying. his 
hand upon his Sword, By :b#.T have my Poſſeſſion,' and by this 1 will de- 
fend jr. That King, though ofas great Courage as'ever any'King' of Png- 


land was maſter of, not onely took no offzace at ſo bold un anſiver; but 


deſiited from his purpoſe. By theſe and other” Inftances of like nature it 
is evident, that our Anceſtours did not look upon themſelves to be a con- 
quered | people, nor their Kings by the. Englh Conftitution tb'be veſted 
with any other Right than what,upon their promiſing to preſerve the An- 
cientCuſtoms,they. confented to; | And what can'this mean leſs, than thar 
they never. did;: nor; -ever. did intend to ſubmit themſelves to ' any more 
power than what was'exercifed by. the Saxon Kings ? '' This I take'to' be 
the meaning ' of 'the. Conquerour's. waving his Title by Conqueſt and 
courting the peoples conſent. For. in doing this, he like a Competitour 
with Edgar, who was generally favoured, ſubmitted his Title to t 
ples determination, and accepted his Crown onely upon their dechkration 
in-fayour of him. $0 that when any of his Succefours'did by violentme- 
thods inyade the ancient reſerved Rights of the Kingdom, and uſurp'd 
another kind of power than what was at firſt conſented to, they did as 
much declare, that they were not cofitent with the ancient limited-Mo- 
narchy, but were: ready to pat it to'the decifion of the Sword, whether 
they thould exerciſe a Defpotick or a Limited Power, as if the Conque. 
rour had done fo before he was admired re the Crown, And the lan 
of thoſe frequent claims of their: Liberties, - that from the Conqueſt 
people made, is:no other than this} That; if, hen the Conquerour was 
flibmitted: to: upon the terms ef. preſtrving 'he' had declared he 
would not take the Crown upon fach conditions, they were-ready to put 
it to the iſſue of a Battle, whether they tfhonld ſerve him as Slaves, or 0- 
bey himas Freemen. ' And the reſerving the Ancient Engliſh Immunities 
does impart; that they tid likewiſe: reſerve this power of -mgintaining 
them: whenever-they thould:be'tinvaded:” And ſuch an Invalion'wasa pub- 
lick Gbaltenge to puri rt a0 the Tryal/ whether they'could maintain:/them 
or not, Neither can I. fee any reaſon, why they ſhould beiſu to 
have vyed their hands from making!good! their daim by theirOath of Al- 
legianee,, when the utmott power they ſubjeRed themfelves to, and bound 
thetnſelves by Qath' to obey, was Yimited' by Rich 4 reſervation of their 
Rights. Their '@ath of Allegiance could bind thei to own no-more 
r than what they at fit conſented-tb;: And the exerciſe of fach'a 
Pefpotick pbwer asthreatned: them with flacery; bemgthat'which'they 
Ke E 2 had 
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had not ſworn to, they had at' ny ge ſame liberty of diſputing it; 
as at fir\t againſt rhe Conquerour, he claimed it before his accepting 
of the Crown. | 4 
And now if this be the Power, that K. Fames fucceeded to, where is: 
that unalterable Right, that'is contended for, when he by deſtroying the 
Laws upon which his right ſtood, did make a viſible Alteration of it » 
For then he quitted his legal Right. for that of the Sword ; and fince he 
was not able to maintain that, he has loft all. When he came to the 
Crown, I can ealily grant, he ſucceeded to a Power that is unalterable; 
for he ſucceeded to that which the Conquerour accepted of, and tranſ- 
mitted to-his Poſterity : But it will admit of a Diſpute, whether he ſuc- 
ceeded to this Power by a Right, that is as unalterable, efpecially when 
it has been fo often acknowledzd both by the Kings and People of Eng- 
land, that a ſucceeding by a legal Right to a Power that is unalterable, 
is ſo far from veſting any Prince with an unalterable legal Right, when 
he attempts to change that Power, which is unalterably eſtabliſh'd, that 
in ſuch a lawleſs Attempt he may be contrould, And undoubtedly, if 
his legal Right be onely to the Power, thar is unalterable, his legal 
Right cannot be unairecrable any longer, than he governs by the Power 
that is ſo: - This 1 ſay has been own'd, both by our Princes and'our Ar 
ceſtours of old ; And will any fay, that either our Princes then did not 
know the Power that belong'd to the Engliſh Crown, or the People 
underſtand the Duty, they were obliged to pay to an Engliſh King, as 
well as-now ? If they did not, how come we to have more Light, who: 
are further removed-from the firlt Foundation of the Engliſh Monarchy ; 
when all the account too that we have thereof muſt come down by Tre-- 
dition from them ? But if they did, and yet believed thoſe Immunities-and 
Priviledges, - which upon owning the Conquerour they had reſerved, were 
the boundaries of. that Power, that was fixt to the Crown 3 and which 
at any time they might as lawfully contend for, as with the Conquerour 
at firit had he refuſed to accept of the Crown with thoſe limitations ; 'tis 
more than plain, that they did not- believe,” that the Uſurpations of a 
Prince upon his Feople were irreſiſtible 3-or that he had ill the-ſame legal 
Right to the Crown, when by, the moſt [illegal Violences/he endeavour'd 
to alter the very Frame. of the, Government; as when he was carefull ts 
maintain It. | TL he | 36523 
But to go one ſtep higher ; I do: not fee, that: if there had: been no 
care taken in the Conſtitution of the Government to preſerve us a free 
People, we had lain at the Mercy of the King, whether we ſhould -be 
ſ'aves-or no. For freedom is a natural Right, and. depends not upon the 
Favour or Condeſcenſion.of a Prince. ; And fince God has laid our Free- 
dom in our Nature, hg. bes in the fame, Nature laid thoſe Laws, which 


wil. 
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will as much juſtify an oppoſing a Powef, that would enſlave us, as an 
Endeavour to preſerve our lives from the Tecth of a Beaſt. A Princein 
this caſe would, I grant, be bound up by no previous Contraft; but the 
Laws of Nature, which are the moſt gnalterable, would be a Bar to his 
governing by any other Power than that, by which God governs the 
World, or to any other End than the good of his People. Tis true, he 
himſelf muſt be allowed the ſole Judge what is for their benefit ; but yet 
fince the Power, by which God governs the World, is the meaſure of his 
Power, there is not fo little difterence between the Power of God, and 
that of the Devil, but a People will ſoon be ſenſible, which is in the 
Throne. For if the Power of God is preſervative of the Rights and 
Freedom of our Nature, a Power of another Nature muſt be from that 
wicked Spirit, whom by the Law of felf-preſervation God has obliged us 
to withſtand, 

Obj. But does not this encourage Rebellion, by leaving the People a 
Power to diſpute the Authority of their Prince, whenever they think them 
ſelves grieved ? For” who knows not, that the People are apt enough to 
complain, where there is'no juſt cauſe ? I anſiver, | 

1. This ObjeCtion ſeems to ſuppoſe, that the Power of God is ſo lit- 
tle diſcernible from that of the Devil, that it is a Difficulty to know 
which does bear rule; But is there fo little difference between Good- 
neſs and Cruelty, Opprefſion and ProteRion, that the different Effefts of 
theſe cannot be felt > | 

2: There is a difference td be made between thoſe ſmall Abuſes of 
Power, which reach but to ſome particular Perſons or Caſes, and that 
extravagant Abuſe, that will be content with nothing but an entire Sla- 
yery of -a whole Nation. In the former Caſe Subjects, though they may 
complain, becauſe the Power is ſo far corrupted, by the Power of the 
Deyil, yet they - are: patiently to, bear, becauſe the Divine Power is not 
totally rejeted': But in the latter there is nothing of the Divine Power 
viſible. And unleſs there be any thing in Nature, that teaches us God 
has ſubjefted us to any other, it is not Rebellion to withſtand it; but: 
ſuch a Defence of Freedom as Nature will juſtifie. | 
- And: this is ' fo viſible 'a Truth, that it has been own'd by thoſe, 
that had no Light but that of Nature to inform them. | 
For when K. fob» had by an inſupportable Tyranny fo far . Mare. Pa- 
alienated the minds of his Subjetts from him, that in .re- _»#, p. 205. 
venge he- offer'd his Crown tothe Emperour of Aforocco, | 
with a promiſe to become a Mahometan, as well as his Vaſſal; that 
Prince-upon' hearing his' Chafadter, arid the Spoil and Rapine he” had 
committed upon his People defpiſed hitn and his offer : And, which was 
extraordinary, not onely from the Mouth of a Prince, who een 

underſtood. 
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underitood the Duty cf a Subject, but of a Mahomeras, who do not uſe 
to be very favourable to the Rights of a free People, wonder'd that the 
miſerable Engliſh permitted ſuch a one to rule over them, aud account- 
ed it an Argument of a ſervilke and effeminate Spirit. To which Robert 
Ae London a Prieſt, who no doubt was one . of that Kings molt- faith- 
full Subjefs, replyed, not by magnifying an Uncontroulable power in 
the King, and denying the Right of Subjects to maintain their - own 
Freedom, but by acknowledging the reaſonableneſs of the Mahometan's 
Admiration, and vindicating the Engliſh bravery. The Engliſh, ſaith he, 
are men of a wonderfull patience, till they are damnitied and exaſpe- 
rated above meaſure: But now, as a Lion or an Elephant, that per- 
ceives himſelf wounded, they begin to rage, and to ſhake off the Yoke 
of their Opprefſour. Now from hence I obſerve, 1. That in the Judg- 
ment of a Mahometan, Subjects are not bound to obey a Power, that is 
not juſt but deſtructive. 2. That when men do ſpeak their conſcience 
freely, they cannot but acknowledge this Truth. For how much foever 
this Ambaſfadour, for ſome private Ends, favour'd K. Fobx's proceedings, 
( as no doubt, he that was employ'd upon an Errand of this Nature 
did ) yet, when he was preſsd to ſpeak his Conſcience as a Prieſt and a 
Chriſtian, he could not but own that the Barons had not onely faſnci- 
ent provocation, but that they juſtly might do what afterwards they did, 
z. e. ftand for their Liberties and oppoſe the King's Tyranny : Elſe wins 
did he not inform the Judgment of the Mahometan, that it was not Pu- 
fllanimity but Cenſcience ; not the fear of the King's Power, but a ju!t 
regard to the Rules of their Duty reſtrain'd them ? 

Upon the whole then I cannot ſee, how thoſe that ſcruple the Oaths 
to their preſent Majeſties, upon the account of an unalterable Right to 
the Crown, immutably veſted in his Perſon, can make it appear that he 
has ſich an unalterable Right, For jf he has not onely by being dif- 
poſed, loſt the Divine Authority, which belongs to the Poſſeſſlour of 
the Crown, which is the way to fatisfattion, that Dr. Sherlock teaches ; 
but by aſſuming a Power to ſubvert the fundamental Rights of this 
Kingdom, and to enfſlave his People, which I have proved is not from 
God, did forego both the Divine Authority, and [that Right, which ac- 
cording to the Conſtitution of the Engliſk Government, 1s Legal, till 
they ſhow us upon what other Principles they found his unalterable 
Right , I fhall make no doubt to affirm that it is not onely alterable,- but 
was attually alter'd before his preſent Majelty's Deſcent upon this King- 
dom. I come now, 

' 2. To the other ground of Scruple, viz. Whether upon the account 
of any, particular Obligation to the axe King, it be juſt to refuſe the 
Oaths to the preſent King and Queen, Now although a pretence of 
this 
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this Nature does ſeem to carry a great deal of generoſity in it, yet it 


is not fit it ſhould be weigh'd againſt thoſe Obligations we are under 


to our Countrey, And if there be any, that inſiſt upon this, they 
onely ſhow. us, that a generous man is not always the wifeſt, For 
will any wiſe man believe, that his own perfonal Advantage þ more 


*. confiderabte than the publick Peace? Or that the lnterefts of a Prince, 


who, he 1s ſatisfied, has not onely loſt his Right, but had unforta- 
nately almoſt ſhipwrackt the State, in which his whole Fortune is; 
embark'd, are more dear to HMirn, than the preſervation of - ris Comm- 
trey? It is I know a general belief, that many are diffatisfied more up- 
on the account of the Places they have loſt, than out of a reſpet to 
their Duty. And if fo, ſuch are not to be convinced by Argument ; 
neither is the Prince, Whom they would ſeem to favour in the leaſt, 
beholding to them for their Fidelity. For the ſame Intereſt that 
now makes them Enemies, will ſoon make them Friends to the preſent 
Settlement, if they can but get any thing by it. | 

Others probably may believe their Caſe different from their fellow 
Subjefts upon the Account of the Oaths, by which they had per- 
ſonally-obliged themſelves to K. Fames.. But how their Caſe ſhould 
differ, I do not underſtand, For does their perſonal Engagements ob- 
lige them to more than the Allegiance of their fellow Subjetts, 


who are under no ſach perſonal Ties, does bind them 2? If it does, 


then it binds them to more than Allegiance; and what that is I 
would fain know. But if it does not, how can they believe that their 
Oaths are ſtill binding, when they are ſatisfied, that that Allegiance, 
which is the matter of their Oaths, is at an end? A Son owes his 
Father a Filial Duty ; and he, who ſwears to pay to his Father the 


' Puty of a Son, is ( though his Obligation be greater ) bound to pay 


no more than he who is onely under the common Ties of Nature: 
And if there be any Caſe, that wil. ſet the one at liberty, it will 


* likewiſe do fo by the other. If it be faid, that a Father has a Right 


to the Duty of his Son, fo long as he is a Father; I anſwer, 
though I ſhould grant this, yet it does not prove but that he, who 
is not bound by an Oath, is as much obliged as he that is. For 
our Diſpute here is, whether the perſonality of an Oath does oblige 
to that Duty, which ariſes from a Relation, when that Relation cea- 


| fes. Now thoſe, that inſiſt upon this, do uppoR, that K. James's 


Right to claim the Univerſal Obedience of all their fellow Subjetts is at 


 anend that his Hereditary Right is not a ſufficient ground for all the 


people to deny their ſubjeftion to their preſent Majelties ; but that in 


, reſpect of the Oaths they have taken to him they are in doubts, whether 
— they may take the preſent Oaths with as much ſafety as others, Bu 


© nowt 
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C now, if that Duty, which their Oaths have a reſpect to, .be no longer 
g due, what is it that their Oaths oblige them to 2 If they believe their 


, caſe is really different, they muſt fatisfie us, how an Oath can bind us | K 
| to doe thab which we are under no obligation at all to doe; or can ©} Þ} 
Ix have any reſpect to a Duty, which we believe is at an end. But if they 
believe the Duty ſtill continues, then they cannot plead a particular Ob-. { 
' þ ligation upon them in reſpett of their Oaths. For their caſe is the 
} ſame with theirs, who contend for an Unalterable Right ; which having ay 
,, | been already conſider'd, I refer you back, and am, Sir, {2 
| ' 
| vl 
| Tour Obliged | 
\ ' . | 
q 
\ ; Friend and Servant. | 
| FH Eder 


